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Exiraú& from a Brief addressed t.J Bishop Fessler by his Holiness POþe 
Pius IX. 
Aþril27, 1871. 


, . . . . PEROPPORTU
UM autem et utilissimum existimavimus retudisse 
te audaciam Professoris Schulte incitantis sæculares Potestates ad- 
versus dogma Pontificiæ infallibilitatis ab æcumenicâ Vaticanâ Syno- 
do definitæ. Non omnes enim, inter laicos præsertim, rei indolem 
perspectam habent; et veritas luculenter exposita multas abigere so- 
let ab honestorum mentibus obliquas opiniones, sæpe cum lacle 
haustas, aliosque confirmare in rectâ sententiâ et adversus insidias 
munire. Quamobrem si hujusmodi commenta refellere pergas, op- 
time certe merebis de sanctissimâ religione nostrâ et Christiano po- 
pulo, quem, uti bonus Pastor, a venen
Jis pascuis abduces. Pergra- 
turn :Nos tibi profitemur animum, cum ob volumen oLlatum, tUP1 ob 
am3.ntissimas litteras tuas; tibique amp lam apprecamur obsequii de- 
votionisque tuæ merced em. . 


Transl{1tioll. 


\VE esteem it a very opportune and useful thing to have beaten 
back the audacity of Professor Schulte, inciting as he does the secu- 
lar powers against the d:)gm3. of Pap:!l Infallibility, as defined by the 
Ecumenical Council of the Vatican. For it is a matter the true 
meaning of which, not all men, and especially not all laymen, have a 
thoroughly clear understanding of, and the truth, when lucidly set 
forth, is wont to expel from properly constituted minds opinions which 
men perhaps have drunk i:l with their mother's milk, to confirm others 
in a right mind, 
md fortify them against insidious attacks. 'Vhcre- 
fore, if you continue to refute figments of this kind, you will deserve 
'.vell of our most holy religion, and of all Christian people, in that, 
like a good pastor, you withdraw them from poisoned pastures. 'Ve 
make known to you, then, the great pleasure you have given Us, 
both by reason of the book which you have presented to Us, as well 
as by reason of your most -affectionate letters; and. \
e pray that you 
I 
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Paþal Brief to Bishop Fessler. 


may receive a rich reward for your deference to Uur authority and 
devotion towards Ourselves. . . . 


(Signed by the Pope's Oh!ll hand.) 


N OTE.- The fact of the Drief and it
 signature is derived from M. Anton. Erdingcr, 
director of the Episcopal Seminary at St. Polten, author of the Life of Bishop Fessler, 
who sent a copy of it to 1\1. Cosquin of the Frnnçais, to whom I am indebted for these 
important notices. The Pope's Brief is not given entire, as the remainder of it has re- 
ference solely to local diocesan affairs. 



4786 
TRANSL!\TOR
S INTRODUCTION. 


THIS important \vork of the lamented Dr. Fessler, 
Bishop of St. Polten, or more properly St. Hippo- 
lytus, in Austria, ,vho \vas .Secretary-General to the 
Vatican Council in the year 1870, and \vho, \vorn 
out \vÍth the fatigues of the Council, died t\VO years 
after\vards, is no\v for the first time brought before 
the notice of English Catholics. 
Entitled by the good Bishop himself The True and 
False InfallibilÜyof the Pope, it presents to the reader 
a perfect' repertoriu111 ' of all the stock objections 
and erroneous representations, both as regards the 
doctrine itself, and as regards the history of previous 
Papal rescripts and acts, that the fertile nlind and 
extensive reading of Dr. Schulte, Professor of Canon 
and Gernlan La\v in the University of Prague, could 
ingeniously pile together and 11lisconstrue, in order 
to bring odium upon all Papal Bulls and Papal acts 
frotn, as he says, the tinle of Pope Gregory VI I. 
These misstatements and nlisconstructions Bishop 
Fessler, \vith extraordinary labour and patience, has 
met and refuted one by one. The refutations re- 
mained unans\vered during the Bishop's lifetime, nor 
hav
 \ve heard of Dr. Schulte having attempted any 
ans\ver since his death, although he has gone on 
reiterating his former statements. It is the old story 
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of 'n1uo1psimus." Nevertheless, as this particular 
munlpsinlus is of Gerlnan extraction, it has been 
thought that it \vould not be alniss, \vhile Gern1an 
nleets German in this strife of the True and of the 
False Infallibility, they should carryon the battle in 
English, that \ve, \vho have an equal interest in the 
issue of the contest, nlay hear both sides, 
nd judge 
for oursel ves \v hich is the true and \v hich the fil/se. 
And it is this \"hich constitutes the special 111erit 
of Bishop Fessler's ,"ork, that, in this properly 
Gernlan quarrel, it states fairly an that Dr. Schulte 
has to say on his O\VIl side, so that although \ve have 
not actually his book before us, \ve can hear hinl 
speak both in the titles of the chapters and in the 
propositions brought for\varc1, all of \vhich are given 
in Dr. Schulte's o\vn \vards; thus the reader, be he 
Catholic Oi A be he Protestant, nlay see for hinlself 
\y hat has been said on the part of those \v ho have 
tried to 111ake Infallibility impossible, by the process 
of reductio ad absurd1l1JZ, and \yhat by. those \\'ho 
ca1rllly and dispassionately ha \"e endeavoured to 
bring it back to its true significance. 
'1 t is strange that, considering the g-eneral interest 
of the su bject, the conlprehensivc character of the 
\vork, its general acceptation in Germany, and, last- 
ly, the author's thorough kno\vledgc of his subject, 
\vhich his peculiar position during the Council, as 
its Secretary-General, enabled hilll to obtain, so valu- 
able a \vork should have remained so long untrans- 
lated. And t his becomes the more remarkable \vhen 
\ve consider that after the first edition had been sent 
to l
onlc, and there thoroughly examined and ap- 
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proved, the second and third editions \vere publish- 
ed after the Pope hinlself had \vritten to Bishop 
Fessler COnl111encling binl for having, by Ineans of 
this \vork, 'as a good pastor done good service to 
our holy religion,' and exhorting hin] to go on 
, bringing back Christian people fron1 poisoned pas- 
tures;' the particular' poisoned pastures' indicated 
by the Pope being- evidently those false and exagge- 
rated notions of Infallibility \vhich Dr. Schulte and 
others of his stanlp have been engaged in propagat- 
Ing. 
It \vill be a further good result of the present con- 
troversy if it brings us to see the danger of all exag- 
gerated statenlents, even \vhen Inade \vith good inten- 
tions, for it is precisely to these statelnents that the 
no\v open ad\Tersaries of the Church appeal, in order 
to place the true doctrine before their dupes in an 
odious fornl. And this good result has already fol- 
lo\ved from the French translation, edited by 1\1. Ell1- 
rnanuel Cosquin, editor of the Frallçais. It has' put 
the question before 111any, who had been nlade anx- 
ious by exaggerated statenlents, in a \vay \vhich .ren- 
derèd it quite easy of acceptance.' The existence of 
this translation \yas, I regret to say, not kno\vn to nlC 
lIutil nlY o\yn translation fronl the original \vas corl1- 
pleted; in fact the editor kindly sent nle a copy 
\vhen he sa\v nlY advertiseluent of the panlphlet in 
the -ne\vspapers, accompanied \vith the obliging per- 
nlission to nlake use of his prefatory nlatter, his 
valuable notes fronl the' Pastoral Instruction' of the 
Swiss Bishops, and the useful and cOl1lprehensive in- 
dex at the end of his edition. As a most valuable 
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confirnlation of the position assumed by Bishop Fess- 
ler, J \voltld refer nlY readers to 
I. Cosquin's t\\'O 
notes, \vhich I have translated froln the French, and 
appended to the second chapter of this \vork. 

 That Bishop",Fessler \vas really the exponent of the 
l1Iind of most of the Gernlan Bishops, and in particu- 
lar that his \vork exercised a special influence on the 
learned historian of the Councils, l\lgr. IIefele, Bi- 
shop of RothenbQrg, \viII be sufficiently sho\\'n by the 
follo\ving letter, translated fronl the Gcr1Jlallia, the 
organ of the Catholics of Berlin, \vhose editor, lIerr 
l\Iajunke, although a deputy in the GernIan AssenIbly, 
is no\v undergoing his sentence, as a confessor for the 
Faith, in a conlnlon Gennan prison. 
Extl
act fronI the ROlnan correspondcnt of the Gcr- 
1JlGllia of Berlin, of Nov. 3, 1872: 


Rome, Oct. 26. 
'The letter of Bishop IIefele, \vhich has latcly 
been published, gave rise to an explanation on the 
part of this prelate; as a result of \v hich the fo11o\\'- 
ing information canIC tù Iny kno\vledgc, \
Thich, on 
account of its high Ïtnportance, I think I ought not 
to \vithhold frOln your readers, and so nluch the 
more as it concerns our lately deceased and univer- 
sally honored Bishop of St. Pol ten. 
Igr. Fcssler, 
\\'ho \vas on very intinIate terms \\'ith Dr. IIefelc, 
the Bishop of Rothenburg, sent to hinl, accolnpanied 
\vith a nlost affectionate letter, expressive of all those 
feelings \vhich he entertained to\vards hinl as a bro- 
ther in the episcopal office, a copy of the \vork \vhich 
he had composed Oil tile True alld False Infallibility of 
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the POþes, then just published by Sartori of \
ienna. 
At the saIne tinle he had for\varded his pamphlet to all 
the ot
ler Bishops, no nlatter \v hat opinion they 
might have held before the 18th of July 1870. Franl 
nlost of the Bishops 
Igr. Fessler received the nlost 
sincere congratulations in respect of the \vork \V hich 
he had just composed. The Bishop of St. Polten 
had also previ
usly for\varded it to Pius IX. The 
Pope had thereupon directed a translation of it to be 
nlade into Italian, and instructed a comnlÏssion of 
learned theologians of different nationalities to cx- 
an1Íne it, and report upon it. Both of these conl- 
nlands \vere put into execution \vithout delay. The 
Pope. nlade hinlself thoroughly acquainted \vith the 
contents of Bishop Fessler's \vork, and as his o\vn 
judglnent of it fully corresponded \vith the judg- 
nlent of the conlnlission, he \vrote a letter ,vith his 
O\V11 hand to the Bishop of St. Polten, praising hinl 
for this highly valuable \vork, and begging hinl to 
persevere in the laborious task he had undertaken 
of correcting the erroneous opinions \v hich had 
been spread abroad in various directions. Upon the 
receipt of this Brief Bishop Fessler published a second 
and third edition of his pamphlet. The Bishop of Ro- 
thenburg, ho\vever, had declared that although after 
a thorough exanlination he perfectly agreed in prin- 
ciple \vith Fcssler's defence of the Vatican definition 
against Dr. Schulte's parnphlet, still he doubted if the 
vie\vs there Inaintained \vould be accepted as sound at 
Ronle. IIereupon the Bishop of St. Pol ten told hiln 
\vhat had happened at Rome about his \vor.k, and men- 
tioned that he had received fronl the Pope hinlself 
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letter avo\ving his satisfaction ,vith it; he also gave 

Igr. Hefele this further consoling assurance, that 
both he hinlself and Inany ot
ler bishops ,vho gavè 
their 'i'otll1l1 in favour of Infallibility had held this 
yie\v of the Infallibility of the Pope. The deceased 
prelate ,vas, ho\vever, too sinlple and too lllodest to 
allo,v this Brief of the J Ioly Father to be printed in 
the preface to the second edition of his \york.' 
The sanle journal, the CcrulaJlia, adds the follo,v- 
iug editorial COlnnlcnt on the above: 'The Pastoral 
Letter of the Bishop of Rothenburg of April 10, 
187 I, in \v h ich he pu blishec1 the ,r atican Decree, tes- 
tifies to the correctness of our R0111an correspondent, 
by the freq-uent quotations it nlakes of Bishop Fess- 
ler's ,york Oil tIle True fll1d False Infallibility.' * 


It has been the apparently inevitable result of all 
Councils that \vhilst they have settled and confirnled 
the faith of nlany, they have left some still anxious 
as to the exact lneaning of the definitions of the 
Ütthcrs there assenlbled, viz. ,\yhether they \vere to 
be illterpreted ,vith this or that limitation; the ques- 
tion with such persons being, not ,vhether God had 
spoken by thc Council, but \vhethcr in ,vhat the Coun- 
cil had said, I Ie had lneant this or that. I'he ,.,. atican 
Council has been no exception to this rule. But ho\v 


* NOTE.-As Bishop Hcfele published his Pastoral in April 10, 
187J, and the Pope's Brief to l\Igr. Fess]er is dated April 27 of the 
same :rear, it is evident that Bishop IIcfele had become satisfied that 
Bishop F
ssler's pamphlet expressed the tl ue sentiments of the Holv 
See o
 the subject of Infallibility befor.: the Pope's Brief reached its 
author. 
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soon and ho\v readily difficulties have been Inade up 
since the definition of the Infallibility of the Pope in 
his teaching office! The chief country of these diffi- 
culties \vas Gernlany,and \vhat has been the spectacle 
presented to our vie\v since the. definition of In- 
fallibility, and the publication of Bishop Fessler's 
pamphlet upon its true meaning? Those Bishops 
\vho doubted the opportuneness of the definition, or 
,vho in other \vays hesitated to receive it, and \vho, for 
conscience' sake, absented thenlsel ves from the final 
and decisive session,7
 have since become the chief con- 
fessors and \vitnessess of the doctrine, before a cruel 
and persecuting government! Nor has any ,vord of 
I 
reproach against the Councilor the Iloly See es- 
caped then1 in their nlany trials. Never has an Epis- 
copate been nlore unanimous, or more patiently 
endured persecution for the faith. On the other 
side, viz. of those \vho have denied the authority of 
the living Church, speaking in her last and nlost 
numerous assembly, \vhat is the spectacle \vhich is 
presented to us by Dr. Schulte and his friends at the 
present 1110nlent? Not content \vith assailing the 
Vatican Council and Pope Pius IX., they assail all 
Councils, all sayings and doings of Popes since the 
first eight centuries, differing therein in nothing but 
nanle froll1 other Protestant and heretical sects, whose 
. principl
 is really identical \vith their o\vn. Both 
the one and the other have their re\vard: the one, 
the Arch bishop of Cologne, is earning a martyr's 


* See the account given by Bishop Fessler of their conduct" in the 
first chapter of his work. 
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cro\vn In the comnlon gaol, condemned like a felon 
to forced labour; * the other, Dr. Schulte, has been 
re \varded \vith a professorship at the U ni vcrsity of 
Bonn! 
Here I \vill conclude this Introduction ,vith a 
short notice of this gentlelnan, Bishop Fessler's op- 
ponent, Dr. Schulte, \vhose name has so Inuch pro- 
minence in the follo\ving pages; it is taken from 
:\1. Cosquin's introduction to the French trans- 
lation. 
, Dr. Schulte is a 'Vestphalian by birth, up to the 
present tillle (1873) Professor of Çanon and German 
La\v at the University of Prague, and a short tinle 
since appointed by the Prussian Governnlent. to a 
chair at the U ni \7ersity of Bonn. For a long tinle he 
enjoyed a ,veil-earned reputation as a canonist, not 
only by reason of his erudition and the originality 
\vhich distinguished his \vorks, but also by his strict 
orthodoxy. The only reproach brought against his 
\vritings ,vas their incolnpleteness, and the obscure 
fornl into ,vhich they \vere thrO\\Tll. About the year 
1862, tendencies to unsound doctrines manifested 
thelllsel ves in hin1, and from the year 1868 these 
tendencies became nlore and more pronounced. In 
1869 his hand \vas thought to be seen in the odious 
compilation, the Pope and the Cou1lcil, published 
under the assumed name of "Janus." Finally, at 
the commencement of 1871 he published under his 
o\\.n nalne the first of a nunlber of pamphlets, by 


* See Tabid newspaper, Dec. 26. Paul :.\Ie1chers (the Archbishop) 
entered on the prison books as ' strawplaiter.' 
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,v hieh he has gained for hill1self a sad renO\Vl1 
anlongst the enetl1ies of the Church. This paillphlct, 
Pll-blished at Prague, has the internlinable title: 
"T'he Po\ver of the ROluan Popes o\yer Princes, 
Countries, Peoples, and Individuals exall1ined by the 
Light of their Doctrines and their Acts since the 
Reign of Gregory '
I I., to serve for the apprecia- 
tion of their Infaìli
ility, and set face to face \vith 
contradictory doctrines of the Popes and the Coun- 
cils of the first Eight Centuries." 
, On the appearance of this pam phlet there \vas a 
burst of adnliration from aU the "free-thinking" 
journals of Austria and inlperial Gernlany. One 
Vienna ne\vspaper, the Press, declared that all the 
attacks \v hich had been hitherto directed against the 
doctrine of Infallibility \\'ere but as the pricking of a 
pin in conlparison \vith the terrible blo\vs dealt by 
the mace of Dr. Schulte. 
, This pamphlet 1\Igr. Fessler thought it his duty 
not to leave unans\vered, \vhich gave rise to the COIll- 
position of the ,york \vhich is no\v presented to our 
readers. ' 
, In this refutation the able prelate follo\vs step by 
step, chapter by chapter, the reasoning of his oppo- 
nent, pointing out the unfair treatment \vhich the in- 
struction given. by the Council meets ,vith at his 
hands; explaining at the saine til11C the true doc- 
trine, re-establishing the true import of tI.1C facts ad- 
d uced, and cau tionil1g his readers against false inter- 
pretations of them. \Vhel1, \vith a some\v hat slo\v, 
perhaps, but sure progress, he has arrived at the end 
of his elucidations, he dra\vs his ineyitable conclu- 
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sions, and of this \v hole ,,"ork of Dr. Schulte there 
relnains-xüTHIKC. 
, Dr. Schulte had asserted that the definition of 
the Infallibility of the Pope has conlpletely altered 
the relations bet,veen the spiritual and the tCll1poral 
po\ver. The object of his \vork ,,'as, as he says, "to 
sho\v governors and goyerned ,,' hat a Catholic is in 
conscience obliged to believe if he adn1Ïts the Infalli- 
bility of the Pope." So he dre\v up fron1 the decla- 
rations and acts of the Popes of the l\Iiddle .L\ges a 
catalogue of \v hat he called doctrinal propositions, 
'v hich he presented to his horror-stricken readers as 
the decisions of the Infallible teaching office of the 
Sovereign Pqntiffs, and so, of course, since the Coun- 
cil of the ,r atican, as Catholic dogmas. If it can be 
sho\vn th-at all that Dr. Schulte so laboriously quotes 
has nothing ,vhatever to do ,,,ith Infallibility, his 
book is answered, and falls as a dead letter. This 
feat it is that 1\Igro Fessler has so victoriously per- 

rn1ed. The result of an investigation of passage 
after passage, quoted by Dr. Schulte, sho\vs that 
they none of then1 can be regarded as infallible defi- 
nitions on faith and nlorals. ....\ccordingly, Catholics 
,vhen they accept, as is their duty, the constitution 
of the Council on the Infallible teaching office of the 
ROll1an Pontiff, are in no \vise bound. to believe \v hat 
Dr. Schulte asserts they are, in regard to these as- 
sumed doctrinal propositions of Popes. 
, )Igr. Fessler Blight have confined hinlself to this 
reply. llut in behalf of those of his readers \vho 
Inight possibly ha\Oe been perplexed regarding cer- 
tain acts and declarations of Popes quoted by Dr. 
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Schulte, although those acts and declarations do not 
constitute an object of the Catholic faith, the pru- 
dent Bishop has not neglected to indicate in a fe\v 
short relnarks at the end of his \vork the principal 
points of vie\v, fr0111 \vhich a right appreciation of 
these acts, &c., nlay best be obtained. Such in the 
abstract is the ,york of l\Igr. Fessler, in \vhich he has 
refuted by anticipation the theories \vhich, \vith so 
lTIuch assurance, 
I. de Bismarck brought before his 
audience in the discourse \v hich he pronounced in 
the Prussian Upper I louse on the loth of l\Iarch last, 
1873. Inlportant docunlents \vell kno\vn in France, 
the collective declaration of the Gernlan Bishops of 

I a y 1871, the " Pastora I Instruction" of the S \viss 
Bishops, have already set the principles dra \vn out 
in form by 
Igr. Fessler before the eyes of such of 
nlY readers \vho are not theologians. People have 
seen in a general \vay ho\v these principles have to 
be applied to Bulls and other Papal docuillents, of 
\vhich the adversaries of Infallibility endeavour to 
ayail thenlselves. But the great advantage of this 
""ork of 
lgr. Fessler, and that ,vhich gives it a par- 
ticular interest, is the application this author makes 
of these principles to such numerous examples. All 
that the adversaries of the doctrine have dra\vn from 
history in order to assail it has furnished the illustri- 
ous prelate \vith the opportunity of placing these ' 
very facts in their true light. Thus has he been 
. able to sho\v to men of good-\vill, but hitherto inl- 
perfectly instructed in the nlatter, tbat the doctrine 
against \vhich their understanding rebelled is not the 
true I nfallibility defined by the Council of the Vati- 
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can, but the creation of ignorance and of passion-in 
fact, " a false Infallibility." , 
\Vith tbese concluding ,yords of tl:te distinguished 
editor of the Fl'allçais .the ,,'ork of Bishop Fessler is 
presented to the reader, in the hope that he will de- 
rive the sanle cODlfort and edification ,,,hich it has 
afforded to many others. 


AMBROSE ST. JOlIN, 
, OF TIlE OR.ATORY. 


Edgbaston, Jan. 10, 18 75. 



AUTHOR'S PREFACE TO THE THIRD 
EDII'ION. 


\Y"HEN the publisher, a fe,v ,veeks after the appear- 
ance of the first edition of my ans,ver to Dr. 
Schulte, brought nle the information that a second 
edition ,vas required, and at the sanle tilne inquired 
of me ,vhether I \vished to alter anything, I told hinl 
I kne\v of nothing I ,vished to alter except a fe\" 
ll1isprints and particular ,vords. 
Since then. ho\veyer, there has appeared a second 
enlarged edition of the ,york of Dr. Schulte, but as 
no notice ,vas taken in it of nlY reply, this must be, I 
suppose, because both \vorks ,vere passing through 
the press at the same time. Dr. Schulte has made 
several additions to his second edition, \v hich for the 
1110St part are only directed to confirm or enlarge the 
ground of the assertions he has nlade in his first. 
There are, ho\vever, some ne,v doctrinal state- 
ments of Popes, discovered by him and added in 
this second edition, ,vhich for the careful reader of 
my ans\ver to his first ,york require no further 
refutation, since at least according to the principles 
laid do\vn by me in Iny ans\ver, and \",hich are not 
disputed by either side, they cannot be regarded as 
ex catltedrâ utterances, and accordingly do not belong 
to the Sl1 bject in hand. I nlention, by way of 
example of such ne\v Papal doctrinal statements, 
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'The Pope has the right to determine for persons 
ho\v they ought to dress' (p. 64 of Dr. S.'s ,vork); 
and Blore strange still, 'That in religious questions 
according to the teaching of Pope Leo the Great, the 
Elllperor is infallible' (p. I I I of his \\Tork). The latter 
assertion appeared to 111e certainly a trifle sonlc\vhat 
too scandalous, and to the honour of this great Popc 
I thought that I ought to go into the proofs of this 
\vanderful assertion. But in a lucky 11101nent I pcr- 
cèi ved that Dr. Sch ulte did not nlC
Ul his \vords to be 
taken in earnest, and that he only \vished to sho\v 
'vhat strange things on the su bjcct of Infallibility 
111ight bc dcduced frotn the 111isundcrstood or n1Ïs- 
interpreted \\"ords of ancient ,vriters, ,v
en peoplc 
choose to interpret thenl in a passionate and irrational 
"Tay. This, I say, broke upon nlC, and so I renounced 
111 y inten.tion, and I aln satisfied no\v to regard the 
statenlent that in religiol.ls questions, according to 
the doctrine of Pope Leo thc Great, the Elnperor is 
infallible, as an historical cu riosi ty, \\T h ic hit \\Tould be 
as superfluous for 111e to refute, as it \VOlllÙ be \vcari- 
sOlne to the reader for tne to attenlpt. One utterance 
of this holy Pope T ,viII not, ho\veycr. 0111it, and it 
struck [ne, on a fresh perusal of his letters, as very 
appropriate here. Ile says, , Veræ fidei sufficit scire, 
quis doceat:-' For the true faith it is enough to 
kno\v 'L(,lto is the teacher.' But then he is not here 
speaking of tbe Elnperor, but of the Pope and the 
Bishops. 
But if the second edition of the paillphlet of Dr. 
Schulte has gi \yen occasion to no alterations in this 
thi rd edition of 111 y o\vn ,york, the remal ks of sonle 
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others haye reached llle which ,vill afford llle the 
opportunity I desire, both of illustrating and of 
defending the position I have taken in nlY pamphlet. 
A Vienna revie\ver, alnidst S0l11e cavils \vhich have 
no great point in thenl, thus expresses hill1self: ' The 
sun1 and substance of the lllatter on \vhich, according 
to Schulte, an depends is the question """""hether 
the dogl11a of Papal Infallibi1ity really reaches to 
that extent \\.hich he assigns to it?" The principle 
here invol
'ecl Fessler does not contest \vith his 
opp<)nent; he adlnits that not only all future but 
all earlier utterances of Popes, if they have been 
lllade ex catltedrâ in the sense already explained, have 
a clainl to the privilege of I nfallibility.' 
This is true, of course; but then \vhat this re- 
vie\ver designates as the bone of contention bet\veen 
myself and Dr. Schulte, and \v herein he says I adn1it 
Dr. Schulte's' principle,' is really no question or bone 
of contention at all bet\veen us. On this P9int the 
supporters as \vell as the adversaries of Papal Infalli- 
bility are agreed, viz., that the definition upon the 
Infaliible teaching office of the R0l11an Pontiff com- 
prehends all forlner 
lS \vell as all future Popes. No 
one \vhatever in the v""" atican Council has been guilty 
of the theological absurdity of \\Tishing to define that 
only Pius IX. and his successors \vere infallible, to 
the exclusion of all fornler Popes. The question at 
issue is quite of a different kind. It is \vhether the 
definition de fide of the Vatican Council npon the 
Infallible teaching office of the Ronlan Pontiff ex- 
tends to all the different expressions \vhich a Pope 
Inay ever casually have uttered, either as Briefs or 
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other\\" isc, and cycn to acts of the Popes; or 
"T hethel" this de fide definition extends solely to those 
utterances of Popes in past as \vell as future tilHes, 
"Therein all the notes, prescribed as belonging to 
definition on lnatters of faith, combine, so as to create 
an infallible Papal de fide definition. This is the 
question, and in the solution of this I cannot concede 
an iota to Dr. Schulte, because I ha \Te learnt in 
the Catholic Church Bot to explain away (del/telJ/) 
a definition of a General Council (as an Augsburg 
re\
ie\ver unjustly says I do), but to hold to.it exactly 
and \vith all Iny strength, TO ADD XOTIIIXG TO IT, 
but at the sanlC tinle to DETRACT ?\OTHIXG FROM IT. 
l
bis is the positioll I assunle in this ,york of nline, 
this is the gist of the qucstion bet\veen llle and Iny 
opponen ts. 
The sanle revie\ver as he proceeds in his renlarks 
is guilty of nlaking a certain nlischievous confusion 
,lnd pcr\'ersion of theological ideas, ,vhich he hides 
behind c.xpressions quite foreign to the subject. lIe 
says: ' I'he one, Fessler, dra\vs his proofs according 
to IHere theory; the other, Schulte, deals sinlply and 
solcly \\,ith the practical historical point of vie,v; , 
and he adds, ' the only real contest bet,veen the two 
lies in the purely theoretical treatnlent of T nfallibility, 
anç.l in its practical application.' 1'0 treat the Blatter 
in this \vay is sill1ply to Inisunderstand the real point 
at issue, for 'v hat the revic\vcr calls' practical appli- 
cation' really lneans that straightfor\vard obedience 
:-tnd true submission 'v hich a Catholic ought to pay 
to the directions and. definitions of the Pope. 
nut it ,,"as not the \T atican Council that first 
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introduced this idea of obedience and sublnissiOll. 
I'his obligation has existed tin1e out of n1Ïnd in the 
Catholic Church, and follows froB1 the very nature 
of the Prin1:lcy. }'hat, ho\vever, \vhich ,;vas defined 
in the Vatican Council is another 111atter altogether, 
and it is this: that the doctrinal decisions of the 
Pope upon faith and 111orals, pro\'ided \vith all those 
notes \vhich \vere prescribed in the \vell-\veighed 
definition of the Council, are li-ec fro111 error. This 
definition of the Council has indeed its theoretical, 
as \veIl as its practical side: the theoretical asserts 
that such doctrinal decisions of the Pope, nlade 
through God's assistance, are free fronl error; the 
practical side requires that eve
-y Catholic should, 
\vith a full conviction of their perfect 
nd certain 
truth, devoutly accept thenl \vith that faith ,vhich 
belongs to truth revealed by God, and deposited in 
IIis I-Ioly Church. I 111ay spare nlyself the trouble 
of a longer exposition of this distinction \vhich has 
its basis in theology, since the learned Bishop of 
Paderborn, Conrad-l\Iartin, has explained it so clearly 
and systcI11atically in his ,york, Tile True .llIcfilling of 
the T 7 aticall Dcfillition Oil tile Infallible Teaching Office 
of the Pope (Paderborn, 1871). 
An Augsburg reviewer takes objection to l11Y ex- 
pression: 'It is by no 111eanS an established fact 
an10ngst Catholic theologians, that the Sy llabus \vith 
its eighty propositions belongs to those definitions 
of doctrine \\Thich are to be characterised as infalli- 
ble ; , and is of opinion that in saying this I sho\v that 
the notes cannot be relied 011) \vhich I have given to 
nlake it plain ho\v an utterance of the Pope 111ay be 
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rccognisecl as ex catltedrtÍ. I, on the contrary, find toat 
in this case, as in a hundred others, \ve can fully rely 
on the notes ,yhich have been given, for they are 
really good and sound notes, but yet, not\vithstand.. 
ing t his, the application of these notes to particular 
cases l1lay have its difficulties. It is the business of 
the scicnce of theology to support the different .vie\vs 
"" hich nlay be taken of this question by such argu- 
lnents as it has at its cOll111land, and probably in this 
,vay to bring it to pass that the rignt yie\v should 
becon1e the generally recei ved vie\v. 
Should this not take place, then the authoritatiye 
decision on the mattcr nlay at any tin1e follo\v. 
Bcfore the l"" atican Council \\Tas St1l111110ned, a Catho- 
lic \vas bound to pay obedience and sa bn1ission to 
the Syllabus; nor has the ,... atican Council in any re- 
spects altcrcd this conscicntious obljgation. 'file 
only qucstion ,,"hich could arise ,vas, \vhether the 
Syllabus posscsses those notes on the face of it, 
\vhich, according to the doctrinal definition of the 
fourth scssion of the said Council, bclong to an utter- 
ance of the Pope ex cat/lcdrtÎ. 
'The' Syllabus,' as its title sho\vs, is nothing but a 
collection of those errors of the age that \ve Ii \"e in, 
,,,hich Pope Pius in earlier I
escripts of differcnt dates 
has declared tå be errors, and \vhich accordingly he 
has cnnÙCnll1Cù. The conclcIl1nation of errors, accorcl- 
ing- to the traditional practice of the Church, is lllaùe 
in various forms: 
on1etin1es they are conclen1ned as 
herctical; S0l1lctin1es as savouring- of herc
y; sonlC- 
tin1cs as schislnatic; sOIl1etiIl1CS silnply as crroneous, 
or false; s0111ctilnes as dangcrous, or scandalous, or 
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perverse 
 s0111etiules as leading to heresy, or to 
schis111, or to disobedience to ecclesiastical superiors. 
"Then a particular doctrine has been condemned by 
the Pope as heretical in the ,yay designated by the 
doctrinal definition of the Vatican Council, speaking 
of the Infallible teaching office of the Pope ;-then, 
indeed, there can be no doubt that ,ve have under 
these CirCUl11stances an utterance of the Pope ex 
cathcdrâ. But as in the Syllabus, through the 'v hole 
catalogue of eighty propositions, designated generally 
in the title as 'Errors' (S),zlabus crrOrUJll), there is 
nothing to sho\v, as \vas pointed out above, under 
,vhat category of condemned propositions, according 
to old ecclesiastical usage, a particular error falls, \ve 
are conlpelled to haye recourse to the records or 
sources, in ,vhich the particular propositions of the 
Syllabus have been on previous occasions condenlned 
by Popes, in order to learn \vhether it is condenlned 
silnply as erroneous, or 'v hether it has some other 
designation, and notably \vhether it has been con- 
denlned as heretical. 
The Augsburg revie\ver further rel11arks, that 
,vhilst I blanle Dr. Schulte for picking out th C 111ere 
,yards of the definition, \vhen he quotes the doctrinal 
definition of the \T atican Council on th e su bject of 
the Infallible teaching office of the Pope, and ex- 
cluding the introduction and the reason for the 
definition, I conlplain of him further on, for printing 
the 'lohole of the Bull UllaJll .)allcta1Jl. As it is here 
laid to 111e that I am acting inconsistently, I n1ust de- 
fend 111yself from this charg-e. "That it seenlccl 
to llle I had a right to require of Dr. Schulte as an 
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author ,vas, that he should treat alike the dognlatic 
definition of the Vatican Council, and the Papal Con- 
stitution U1l01Jl SallctauI, by doing as I had done IllY- 
self, viz. by pointing out that in both cases the defini- 
tion de fide really commences after the solenln fornlu- 
la defiJlÙJllls,o that in both the introduction \vas very 
inlportant, not ho\vever that it \vas to be looked 
upon as the definition itself. Nor can I ever t.hink it 
right that Dr. Schulte should leave out and pass sub 
silentio the introduction to the decree of the \T atican 
Council, calculated as it is to quiet people's minds, 
and, on the other hand, give entire the introduction 
of the Bun Ulla1Jl Sallcta1Jl, this introduction being of a 
character to disquiet people; and \vhat is still Blore 
unjustifiable, that he should treat this introduction 
as a doctrinal definition. And I think I have good 
reason to express nlY dissatisfaction at a proceeding, 
the sole object of ,vhich ,vas to increase prejudices 
\\" hich \\
ere already at ,york, and to create 11. sensa- 
tion in people's n1Índs; surely a very unjustifiable 
proceeding, \vhen the position a man assunles is that 
of one ,,,ho is engaged in an inlpartial scientific 
investigation. 
Another revic\ver objects to my statement, that 
the Bull of Paul IV., CU11l ex Apostola/us {}fficio, of Feb. 
15, 1559, is not a doctrinal definition, not an utterance 
of the Pope ex catllcdrâ, but 111crely a disciplinary 
statute, and he adds that ll1Y proof of this is nothing 
but the title of the Bull; so he concludes: 'Accord- 
ing to this theory it is not the contents of a Rescript, 
but the \vhim of the rubrical C0l11mentator upon it, 
that has to decide upon the right of a Papal Bull 
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to be considered as an ex catftcdrá utterance, and th us 
to deternline the grayest questions of conscience! 
1\1 iserable su bterfuge ! ' 
I Iere I n1ust be allo\ved, in a fc\v \\.ords, to thro\v 
SOl1le light upon this passage of Iny critic, in order to 
sho\v up his dishonest ".ay of conducting a contro- 
versy. I Ie says that I bring fOf\vard nothing but 
the title of the Dull in the ]Ju/laritull, 'so that it is 
not the contents of the Dull but the \vhil11 of the 
ru brical cOl1unentator which has to decide upon thc 
properties of a Papal Bull;' and he pennits hinlself 
to be\vail 111} , Iniserable subterfuge.' \V'hat I really 
said \yas, p. 88, 'This title, ".Ï1ich gi,.es a true ac- 
count of- its contents, is of itself enough,' &c. 
o 
one surely could direct attention to the contents of 
the Bull in question more plainly and definitely than 
I did in these ,vords; but at the sanlC tinle, to 111ake 
it quite clear to n1Y readers that the Bull really is a 
penal enactnlent, the follo\\.ing \\'ords out of the con- 
tents of the Bull itself ,,'ill not be out of place here. 
Sec. 2 of the Bull says: 'llabita curTI S.R.E. Car- 
dinalibus deli be ratione nlatura, de eorunl consilio et 
unaninli assensu 0111neS et singulas exconlnlunicatio- 
nis, suspensionis, et interdicti, ac privationis, et q uas- 
vis alias sententias, censuras ct pænas a quibus\'is 
Ronlanis Pontificibus prædecessoribus nosh-is, aut 
pro talibus habitis, etianl per eorunl literas extrava- 
gantes, seu sacris Conciliis ab Ecclesia Dei receptis, 
vel Sanctorunl Patrum decretis et statu tis, aut sacris 
Canonibus ac Constitutionibus et Ordinationibus 
Apostolicis contra hæreticos aut schisI11aticos quo- 
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modolibet latas, et prolnulgatas Apostolicâ auctori- 
tate approbamus et innovaUlus,' &c.* 
l
he words of the contents of the Bull in question 
,,,hich I have here printed form also the title of this 
Dull, as I quoted in p. 88 0f my panlphlet; this any 
one 111ay easily convince hÏluself of by comparing 
the \vords in both places. .L\nd yet it is in this very 
case that ll1Y opponent ventures openly to assert 
that I have made use of a ' ll1iserable subterfuge' in 
dra \ving 111Y proofs 110t fro111 the contents of the bull, 
but fro111 the title alone; the fact being that I did 
expressly refer to the contents, and only for the sake. 
of brevity quoted the ,vords of the title, \vhich \vere 
identical \vith the contents, instead of the contents 
of the Bull, ,vhich I have just given to ll1Y readers. 
These are the sort uf opponents \vith \v hOUl one has 
to deal. 'Vhen this same opponent of the Vatican 
definition further says, ' Bishop Fessler hiulself does 
not venttfre to deny that the Bull concerns doctrine 
de 111orib1tS,' I ans\ver, , The contents of this Bull con. 
cern 1110rals certainly, if you reckon all penal enact- 
111cnts as doctrine de 11l0ribus.,' 'Y"hether my oppo- 
nent does 
o or not, I do not kllO\V. But this I do 
kno\\r, that mere penal enactulents do not beron
 to 
the infallible doctrinal definitions de fide ct 1JloriB1tS, 
of \vhich the definition of the Vatican Council on the 
Infallible office of the Pope treats, and that this Bull 
of Paul IV. is a penal enactulent and 110t a doctrinal 
definition. If he \vill take the trouble to read 
through the old Ronlan and later ilnperial penal 


'* Bullar. Rom. edit. Coquelines, Romæ, apud Mainardi, 1745, t. iv. 
p. i. p. 355 
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enactments against h
retics, he ,viII find \vhcnce the 
specially designated penalties are derived to \vhich 
he takes objection In this Bull of Paull V. 
\Vhen the Augsburg revie\ver says in conclusion: 
, It is ilnpossible to discover from \vhat, according to 
Dr. Fessler, a person is to dra\v the perfect rell10val 
of his apprehensions; no proof, no log-ical reason is 
presented to us that anything \vhich a Pope solenln- 
ly enunciates, \vhich he has had signed by the Car- 
dinals and sent to all Bishops, nlay not have the 
,veight of a definition in the sense of the ,r atican 
Council,'-l thereupon point to the siulple, literal, 
doglnatic, Rnd logical explanation of the meaning of 
the definition of the Council in pages 55 to 60 of 111 y 
panlphlet as the' proof and logical reason t for my 
statement. Indeed, I kno\v no proof which could be 
more cOlnplete, and no reason \vhich could better 
lneet all the requirelnents of sound logic. And up 
to this time this exposition of the subject has been 
contested by neither side. 
Another revie\ver thinks he has discovered the 
follo\ving contradiction, as he calls it, in 111Y paln- 
phlet, because in p. 73 I assert that the \vell-kno\vn 
Bnef Multipliees inter of Pius IX., one of the Ill0st 
important sources of the Syllabus, in \vhich certain 
doctrines amongst others are condemned as Ileretieal, 
is not a dognlatic definition; and yet on p. 84 I 
admit that it is a sure sign in theology of a dogn1atic 
definition, if a doctrine is condemned by the Pope as 
heretical. IIere I do not kno\v that I c
n do better 
than publicly request the learned discoverer of this 
contradi-ction to be so good as to name to me one single 



24 


Preface. 


doctrine \v hich is declared expressly by the Pope in 
the Brief 3111ltiplicl's illter to be /lcrctical. If he does 
this, I \vill readily adn1Ït hinl to be right, but not 
other\vise. 
Finally, to those of my readers \vho are anxious 
about the fidelity of quotations fronl the Ilaly Scrip- 
tures, I must ackno\vledge lllY obligation to give 
them a trifling explanation. The question concerns 
the \vords of Christ to St. Peter: 'I have prayed for 
thee that thy faith fail 110t; and do thou in turn one 
day strengthen thy brethren' (p. 49), upon ,,
hich 
translation the Augsburg revie\ver relnarks: 'The 
author quotes, \ve kno\v not \vh)", the passage incor- 
rectly, for it runs, " Do thou, \vhen thou hast con- 
verted thyself, strengthen," &c.' I \vill tell hilTI 
\vhy I quoted this passage as I did. I did so be- 
cause, following Dr. Scltulte, I nladc use of Dr. 
:\Iolitor's translation of the' Dognlatic Constitution 
upon the Church of Christ' \vi Lhout alteration, as 
the attentive reader will have atready observed froni 
my pamphlet itself, \vhere I expressly said so, and 
because this translation of Dr. 
Iolitor gives this 
passage as it appeal.s in Iny \vork, p. 49. The rc- 
vie\ver may see the reasons \vhy this passage is so 
translated by consulting those COnll1lentators on 
Scripture \vho have paid particular attention to the 
Hebrew modes of speech. 
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'VHEN a man, \vho for a course of years has passed 
for a true son of the Catholic Church and a zealous de- 
fender of her rights, suddenly turns against the Pope 
and Bishops \vith the sharpest \veapons he can com- 
mand, no one can deny that this is a painful sight for 
everyone \vho loves his Church. Enelnies of the 
Ch urch will, indeed, rejoice, and eagerly greet his ac- 
cession to their own ranks. Such a Inan is Dr. Schulte, 
Professor of Canon and Gennan l
a'v at the University 
of Prague, \"ho has just published a palnphlct \vith this 
high-sounding title, 'The Power of the ROlnan Pon- 
tiffs over Sovereigns, Coun tries, Peoples, I ndivid uals, 
according to their Doctrines and Acts, held up to the 
Light, in order to afford persons the meai1S of nlaking 
a true estinlate of their claill1 to InfalIibility.' l\Iis- 
leading indeed is the light this pan1phlet holds up for 
our guida"nce, the subject being really presented to our 
view in a light \vholly false and extremely repulsive. 
Surely love of truth imperatively requires that so grave 
a subject should at any rate be represented in its just 
and fair light; and this is the object the author of the 
following pages has set before himself, viz. to present 
2S 
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the subject to his readers, ,\"ithout passion and without 
partiality, ,\"ith that knowledge \vhich Inany years' 
study, and an exact acquaintance ,,"ith facts and cir- 
cUInstances, enable hitn to do. 
The subject, as treated by Dr. Schulte, is divided 
into the following heads: 
1. 'Exposition of the subject as introduction.' 
II. 'The contents of the definition of the Vatican 
Council, " On the I nfalliblc teaching Office of the Ro- 
rnan Pon tif-f." , 
III. Part 1.-' Doctrinal propositions of Popes 
sin1ply ex catllcdrá, and their acts in relation to states, 
countries, peoples, and individuals.' 
III. Part 2.-H.elat!ons of Popes to the state-Ia,v. 
Treatment of herctics.* 
IV. 'Ple;)s devised to quiet the conSCIence, and 
thei r con fu tation.' 
V. 'Considerations on the la,,, of the state.' t 


* This division, being- made for thc convenience of English read. 
ers, is given in the words of the Translator. 
t It mu
t he bornc in mind that the headings of the chapters are 
all taken from Dr. Schulte's pamphlet; if not in his own words. at 
least in their suùstance.-TRANsLAToR. 
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CHAPTER 1. 


'EXPOSITION OF TIlE SUBJECT AS INTRODUCTIO
.' 


I. TIlE general exposition of the subject with \vhich 
my opponent, Dr. Schulte, opens his attack upon the 
Church conlmences ,vith a Gennan translation of the 
Address of several of our archbishops and bishops, 
issued under the date of April 10, I 8ïo.

' This Ad- 
dress entreaL; the President of the General Con- 
gregation of the Council not to bring on for con- 
sideration, or to decide the question of the 
Infallibility of the Pope, before the question as 
to the po\ver of the Holy See in temporal tnat- 
ters, or rather, as to the relative position of the 
ecclesiastical and political power, has been thoroughly 
\veighed in all its bearings, and put to the test. These 
prelates, it seelns, thought it desirable that the ques- 
tion ,vhether Christ our Lord had given to St. Peter 
and his successors the power over kings and realnls 
should first be laid before the Council, and thus that 
the relation of the ecclesiastical to the tenlporal po\\'er 
should first be made matter of tnature deliberation. 

 He adds hinlself that this Address produced no 
result. 
Accordingly, this Address of certain archbishops 


*' [ ought to s
y that with respect to this address of April 10, 18 7 0 , 
I have not haù at hanù any copy of it, except the translation of Dr. 
Schulte himself, which he assures lIS is perfectly correct. 
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and bishops is at once the shield or bulwark behind 
\vhich Dr. Schulte shelters hiinself, and the ground on 
which he rests, in order to open his attack upon the 
}J ope . 'fhe Bishops to ,,'holn he refers having acknow- 
ledged it to be the principal task of the Council 'to 
ad vance in the best ,yay possible the greater glory of 
God, and the \velfare of Inankind in general,' find it 
natural that in so great a body of Inen different opini- 
ons should arise-not, however, so different as to split 
thenl up into parties. Accordingly, out of the various 
difficulties presenting thenlselves in the consideration 
of the question of Papal Infallibility, they make par- 
ticular Inention of a specially \veighty one, and this, 
their Address says, is a difficulty \vhich directly 
touches the relationship of Catholic doctrine to civil 
society; in the treatlnent of \vhich subject SOBle con- 
tradiction Inight be expected to arise between the doc- 
trine hitherto taught by theln on the relationship be- 
tween Church and State, and the conclusions \vhich 
Inight follo\v fronl the doctrine of the Infallibility of 
the I)ope. 
\\1'el1, it is a Blatter of fact that this difficulty \vas 
not separately considereù, and it is also Blatter of fact 
that, in the Inatters treated of in the Council, the rela- 
tions of Church and State power did not cotne first 
under consideration, but the doctrine respecting the 
Pope as the Foundation and visible IIead of the Catholic 
Church. \Vhoevcr ,,'ill look at the questiol1 \vithout 
prcj uùice "'ill see that there are clearly two different 
ways of viewing it-viz. first, whether it is best to C0111- 
mencc \vith the Catholic doctrine respecting the Pope 
as the Foundation I.lnd visible IIc=ad of the Catholic 
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Church, and then aftcr'Li.'ards ,vith the doctrine respect- 
ing the relations between Church and State, or 'vice 
'i'crsâ / that reasons can be alleged on both sides; and 
that the vie\v that the doctrine respecting the Pope 
ought to take precedence is, at any rate, a ,vell-ground- 
ed one. 
But it may be said that, had this question of the 
relations of Church and State taken the precedence, 
difficulties touching the Infallibility of the Pope \\'ould 
have then been examined. No doubt they \vould; 
and so they have been no\v, though not exactly in the 
form in ,vhich one portion of the Council ,vished and 
required. The discussion, which continued for many 
,veeks, in ,\.hich bishops of all countries took part, had 
this very object in view-viz. to thro\v all possible 
light on the subject ,vhen considered on every side. 
But, continues Dr. Schulte, , anyho\v these difficul- 
ties have not all been properly solved.' 
To this I answer: If before doctrinal matters ,vere 
decided in the Catholic Church, ,ve had ahvays had to 
,vait until all difficulties ,vere cleared a\vay, General 
Councils ,vould have had a long time to ,vait. -vVhen 
the Council of N icæa declared that the doctrine, , The 
Son of God is very God,' ,vas a dogma of the faith, all 
difficulties ,vere so far from being cleared away, that 
during four 'v hole centuries, in 'v hich period flourished 
the greatest teachers _of doctrine the ,vorld has ever 
kno,vn-Athanasius, Hilary, Basil, Ambrose-those 
theologians had to put forth their \vhole strength in 
order to solve these difficulties. This has been the 
case ,vith subsequent General Councils; and it is the 
excellent and all-important task of the science of theo.. 
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logy, after the authority of the teaching Church has 
solelnnly and fonnally declared the truth revealed by 
God, to solve the difficulties which present themselves 
in respect of each particular doctrine, to aid every l11an 
to acknowledge the truth himself, and to help to ob- 
tain a victory for that truth in the \vorld at large. 
After each dogmatic definition there have ever been 
found in the Catholic Church tnen, on the one hand, 
\\,ho contested the truth of the definition, and v;ho en- 
hanced its difficulty; and tnen ,vho, on the other hand, 
have done their best to defend it, and \vho in the end 
have happily solved all difficulties \vhich stood in the 
\,.ay of its general acceptance. The former have long 
since been subjected to the judglnent of history and to 
the just judgnlent of God; the latter, the Catholic 
Church names through all ages \vith honor, a"1d these, 
too, have had their re\\'ard ,vith God. 
2. The bishops who signed the address are, ,vith 
the exception of four, not mentioned by name by Dr. 
Schulte. It is only said: 'It was signed by almost all 
the Austrian and I I ungarian bishops, and by several of 
those German bishops \vho, since the Fulda pastoral of 
August 3 I, 1870, have been seeking, ,vith a reckless arbi- 
trary exertion of authority perfectly unin telligible, to in- 
troduce this same doctrine of the Infallibility of the Pope, 
so as to cause an open breach amongst Catholics.' ...'\. 
severe taunt this, to use towards a portion of the Gennan 
bishops! to ,vhose charge, moreover, he still further lays, 
that in their pastoral of 1870 they used no single word 
to inlply that they thenlselves admitted the J u1y doc- 
trine in substance. l\.nd of these bishops he renlarks : 
J After they had persistently and boldly declared their 
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1101l þlacl't up to the decisive day of ] uly 13, they, to 
their disgrace, rernained absent fron1 the formal act of 
July 18; and this from Inere h ur11an respect of per- 
, 
sons. 
IIere I must again say: These are hard ,,'ords for a 
n1an of learning to fling publicly in the faces of Ger- 
man, Austrian, and I-I ungarian archbishops and bishops 
-viz. that, out of n1ere hUl11an and pers?nal l11otives, 
they kept away from the solemn act of expressing their 
assent to a revealed truth. Such a hard judgment as 
this neither the Pope nor their brother bishops pro- 
nounced upon them; it has been reserved for a laYlnan 
to constitute himself the judge of their consciences, 
and to raise this cry of scorn against bishops: ' You 
stayed away from the solelnn sitting of the Council, 
July 18, out of mere human respect.' \\"hat avails it 
to say, , lIe doesn't blame them for it '? The reproach 
of acting in so grave a matter from a Inotive of rllere 
human respect is the greatest reproach that can be 
111ade to a bishop. 
Very different ,vas the judgment of their brother 
bishops upon the cause of their absence. It is not in 
the General Congregation, but in the Solemn Session 
of the Council, that the decisive vote is given. This it 
is easy to see from the acts of General Coun
ils. If 
even up to this point in the last General Congregation 
before the Solemn Session the bishop is not satisfied 
as to all his difficulties, or if he thinks it better that 
the decision should not yet be pronounced on such 
and such a doctrine, he may in the interval bet\\'een 
the last General Congregation and the Solemn Session 
acquire q full çonv
ct!on 011 the subject by discoursing 
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,vith other theologians, by study of the subject, and by 
prayer, and may thus overCOlne his last difficulties, and '< 
see that it is ,veIl that the definition should be made. 
Kay, even if he cannot attain this full- conviction and 
insight into the matter by any exertion of his o\vn, he 
will ,,'ait for the decision of the Council \vith a calm 
trust in God, \\'ithout hilnself taking part in it, because 
up to this point he lacks the necessary certainty of 
conviction. \Vhen, ho\vever, the Council by its deci- 
sion puts an end to the Inatter, then at length his 
Catholic conscience tells hitn plainly ,vhat he Inust no,v 
think and ,,-hat he Inust no\v do; for it is then that the 
Catholic bishop, ,,,hon1 hitherto unsolved difficulties 
have kept fron1 participation in the public session and 
from the sole111n voting, says: '.i\TO'LL' it is ulll.Iou btedly 
certain .that this doctrine is revealed by God, and is 
therefore a portion of the Catholic faith, and therefore 
I accept it on faith, and l11ust no\\ proC' l aim it to n1Y 
clergy and people as a doctrine of the Catholic Church. 
The difficulties \\-hich hitherto made it hard for 111e to 
give 111)'" consent, and to the perfect solution of ,vhich 
I have not evcn yct attaincd, lI11lst be capable of"a solu- 
tion ; and so I shall honestly busy l11yself ,,'ith all the 
po"'crs of lny soul to find thcir solution for Inyself and 
for those ",hose instruction God has confided to Iny 
care.' Then those bishops who in the last General 
Congregation voted ,,'ith the 11011 placets, only because 
they really thought it \vas not a good thing, not neces- 
sary, not for the benefit of souls in countries ,,-ell 

nown to theIn, and who for this rcason abstained 
fr- orn taking part in this decision, Inay, after the solelnn 
decisioll 1 if they think it advisable, represent to the 
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faithful of their dioceses the position ,vhich they pre- 
yiuusly adopted to,vards the doctrine, in order that 
thcir conduct may not be misunderstood. But they 
must no,v themselves unhesitatingly accept the doc- 
trine 'which has bcen decided, and Blake it kno\\'n to 
thcir people in its true and proper bearings, ,vithout 
reserve, and in such Inanner that the inj urious effccts 
,vhich they thclnselves apprehended l11ay be as much 
as possible obviated and removed; for it is not per- 
n1itted to the bishop, as the divinely-appointed teachcr 
of the clergy and people, to be silent about or to ,,'ith- 
hold a doctrine of the Faith revealed by God, because 
he apprehends or thinks that SOlne Inay take offence at 
it. Nay, rather it is his business so prude l1tly to bring 
it about in the declaration of that doctrine, that its 
true sense and import may hereafter be clearly repre- 
sented, all erroneous tnisrepresentations of it be ex- 
cluded, the reasons for the decision of the doctrine 
brought out plainly, and all objections to it zealously 
Inet and answered. 
And this ,vas ,vhat the German bishops really did 
think and do. In proof "'hereof I ,viII venture to mell- 
tion the name of the Archbishop of Cologne, ,vho thus 
speaks: 'In respect of this doctrine, I, in common 
,vith Inany other bishops and laymen, although I have 
always given my assent to its truth, nevertheless held 
a different opinion from the majo
ity of bishops at the 
Council, and made no concealment of l11Y opinion that 
the definition ,vas inopportune in our time, and I also 
differed in respect of certain particulars connected ,vith 
the doctrine. Since, ho,vever, after a deep and thorough 
investigation and examination, the question has been 
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àecidcd by the Ecuillenical Council, in the firm convic- 
tion that every Catholic is bound to subtllit uncondi- 
tionally his o\vn personal vie\v of the matter to the 
decisions of such a Council-the highest legitimate 
authority in the Church-I have dismissed all previous 
doubts and anxieties on the subject, and I feellnyself 
bound here publicly to declare that I expect the same 
submission from every Catholic and subject of this 
archdiocese,. as the fulfilment of a simple duty of their 
religion.'-Pastoral, Septetllber 10, 1870.-* 
As to the \vay in \vhich the bishops thought fit to 
make kno\vn to their subjects this obligation of their 
faith-\vhether it should be done by a silnple printed 
_
 notice in the official gazettè of the diocese, as at Vienna, 
Prague, Leitmeritz, and else\vhere, or by a special pas- 
toral, as at Cologne, Saltsburg, 1\1 unich, Regenshurg, 
&c., or by a notice froIn the altar-rails of the church, 
as at Linz-.is imrnaterial; since anyone of these noti- 
fications sho\vs sufficien tly that each particular bishop 
looked upon this doctrine as a doctrine of the Catholic 
faith, and required that his subjects should do so like- 
,vise. l\Ioreover, everyone is a\vare that all doctrinal 
definitions of the Catholic Church dClnand a conscien- 
tious acceptation on the part of every Catholic as soon 
as he comes to a certain kno\vledge of the doctrine, 
and this \vithout any special pu blication in a particular 
diocese. 
3. Our opponent next insists on the great irnport- 
ance of an exact and thorough knowledge of IIistory, 
in order completely to sift the doctrine of the infalli- 
ble teaching authority of the Pope, and to ascertain 


* See note at the cnd of this chapter. 
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what value IIistory has set upon it. 1
he necessity of 
such a knowledge we readily ad In it , without, however, 
adlnitting that it will at all avail the enemies of the 
doctrine. For it is perfectly ,veIl known to everyone 
\v ho is acq uai n ted with the literary ".orks, both old 
and new, \':hich have reference to this subject, that the 
advocates of the doctrine of Papal Infallibility, as \vell 
as its adversaries, appeal to the history of the Church 
and to its sources. History experiences the same fate 
that has befallen Holy Scripture. The advocates, as 
,veIl as the enenlies, of evelY particular Catholic doc- 
trine on \vhich, in the course of ages, dogmatic defini- 
tions have been pronounced, have always appealed to 
Holy Scripture. So it is \vith the appeal to history; 
but \vith this great difference-that "'C honour Holy 
Scripture as the divine source of our Catholic faith 
(though not the only source), \vhereas history, in so far 
as ,,'e consider it apart from that tradition which is one 
source of our faith, has only a human authority, and is 
alnenable to the full force of the la\vs of sound criti- 
cisln. Accordingly, history \\,ill furnish those support- 
ers of the doctrine of the Infallibility of the Pope \vho 
,vish to go to its very foundation \vith extremely valu- 
able and rich materials. Those things \vhich the ad- 
versaries of the doctrine adduce out of history, in order 
to assail it, \vill present us too \vith an excellent op- 
portunity of placing in a right light \vhat the doctrine 
really is, and of sho,ving, by particular examples, in 
,vhat cases it derives support from such instances, and 
in \vhat cases not. These records of the past \vill not 
then be, as our adversaries taunt us, 'a very disagree- 
able subject for us to contemplate;' say rather they 
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are the sources ,vhich enable us to maintain our 
point, and that their investigation is most desirable, 
since ,vithout these there can be no real history at all. 
And if there is anything to ,vhich the ,vriter of these 
pages o,ves a grateful acknowledgment, it is to these 
very sourccs of his inforn1ation being as exact as 
they are. 
4. Dr. Schulte no\v further declares that, though a 
Catholic born and bred, he has never believed in Papal 
Infallibility, and he asserts that, as to this decree of 
July 18th, 1870, 'he can find no authority for it either 
in Scripture, or in the Fathers, or in any other sound 
source of historical infonnation, as it is taught in Caps. 
iii. and iv. of the Vatican Counci1.' 
Such a declaration makes it clear enough ,vhat po- 
sition he assumes, and a very deplorable position it is. 
He refuses to accept the definition de fide of an Ecu- 
n1enical Council; he cares nothing for the authority 
of thc living teaching Church; only for \vhat he thinks 
he finds in Scripture. in the Fathers, and in other 
genuine ancient sources. This is the ,yay to forsake 
the Catholic Church a1together
_ Everyone is to fol- 
lo\v his own guidance, his own private judgment; one 
finds onc thing, another finds another; each G}lls out, 
, I have found out the truth; COIne to Inc.' This is the 
,yay all errors have arisen, and it is this uncatholic po- 
sition, ,,'hich he has assumed, ,vhich is at the root of 
this particular perversion of his judgn1ent, as is mani- 
fest froln the follo\ving ,vords he makes use of: 'As it 
is not Iny bishop or my priest ,vho \vill bring me to 
heaven by his prayers, if I Inyself believe not in Christ, 
and live not as a Christian ought to live; so neither 
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can I, nor anyone else \v ho wishes to kno\v '\' hat is 
right, intrust my salvation to the responsibility \vhich 
a third person nlight be ,,'illing to assunlC for me. Of 
my O\Vll self God ,vill, in the next ,,'orId, require a 
reckoning of my life. To the doctrinc of the Apostle 
(Rom. xiv. 12, 2 Cor. V. 10*) I hold fast, and ,,,ill never 
shield l11yself under the responsibility of anyone but 
Inyself. ' 
\Vhen then Dr. Schulte says, 'Neither Pope, nor 
bishop, nor parish priest, can bring Ine to l-:.eaven by 
his prayers, if I live not as a Christian and bclieve in 
Christ,' no doubt he states perfectly correctly that no 
one goes' to heaven by another's prayers, if he does 
not believe in Christ and livc according to his faith. 
\Vhen, ho\vever, .he adds, , J list as little can I, or any 
onc ,,'ho ,,'ishes to kno\v ,vhat is right, trust Iny salva- 
tion to the responsibility ,vhich a third person Inay be 
,villing to assulne,' this is a proposition \vith a double 
sense, one of ,vhich senses is true, and the other false. 
It is perfectly true, if it is a question of the fransgres- 
sion of a la\v ,vhieh I Inay have had the nlisfortune to 
con1mit, \vhieh transgression a third person Jnay, per- 
haps, say he ,vill take upon his o\vn shoulders; as if a 
person ,vere to say, , If you cOlnnlit such and such a 
murder, such and sueh an adultery, such and such 
a theft, such and such an act of fraud, I ,vill take upon 


* I give thesc passagcs that thc reader may judge how far they help 
Dr. Schulte's cause: Rom. xiv, 12-' Every onc of us shall render an 
account to God for himself;' 2 Cor. vo 10-' For we must all be mani- 
.Jested before the judgment scat of Christ, that e\'cry one mar receive 
the proper things of the body according as he hath done, whelher it be 
go:xl or evil.' 
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myself the responsibility of the deed.' In such l11atters 
assureùly the responsibility \vhich another person takes 
upon himself, \vill in 110 \vise avail me before God. !
"t 
this sense, then, the proposition is true. But if any 
one \vishes to extend the application of this proposi- 
tion, so as to say that I must not accept a Catholic 
doctrine on faith \vhen the teaching Church declares it 
to be of faith, because I Inyself do not find the doc- 
trine in Scripture, the Fathers, or other genuine ancient 
sources of Church doctrine, then this proposition is 
used in a false sense, by the substitution of the act of 
thc individuars subjective belief for the objective truth 
declared by the Church, ,,,hich truth is based upon the 
infallible te"aching office of the holy Catholic Church. 
\Vhat an al11azing difference,.. then, is there bebveen 
these tW"O propositions! In the one case, a Inan offers 
to bear for another the conseq uences of an act of every- 
day life, be it of belief or unbelief, be it of a good or bad 
action, and, in the other case, a Catholic Christian, re- 
lying on the authority of the teaching Church, on 
,,'hich God has Himself taught hilTI to rely, 'he that 
heareth you heareth Ì\le,' accepts a doctrine as a truth 
revealed by God, because the teaching Church, under 
the special guidance of the I-Ioly Spirit, has declared it 
to be so. If a lTIan is not to be required to believe 
such a declaration as this, then all difference bet,veen 
an infallibly teaching Catholic Church and Protestant- 
iSln in all its fonns, \\rith the unlitnited right of private 
judgn1cnt, is at an end. Assuredly he says tru1y, 
, God ,,,ill some ti!ne call everyone to a reckoning for 
his cond l1ct during life.' Certainly I Ie ,,,ill call our 
once-Catholic opponent, and will say to hin1, ' I gave 
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you the grace to be born and bred up in the Catho- 
lic Church; you both migllt have learnt and you 
ought to have learnt that there resides in the Catholic 
Church an infallible teaching authority, to which, in 
matters of faith, every Catholic is bound to subInit. 
From the man who rebels against that authority and 
rejects her decision ,,"ill I delnand an account, and an 
account twofold antI threefold 111 ore severe frOITI 
hiITI "rho, in his capacity of public teacher, misleads 
from the Faith the youth \"ho have been intrusted 
. to hiITI, and causes theITI to rebel against the author- 
ity of the Church, and "rho, for this reason, \viI] have 
the guilt of the shipwreck of those souls on his con- 
. , 
SCIence. 
5. Having assulned, as I have described, so fear- 
fully tTIistaken a position, our opponent proceeds to 
assert that he hilTIself preserves and holds fast the 
faith of the Fathers and the teaching of the ancient 
Catholic Ch urch in rejecting the decision of the Vatican 
Council on Papal Infallibility, (the July Constitution, 
as he is pleased to call it). \Vell then, the Vatican 
Council has solemnly spoken, and said that 'hoiding 
fast to the tradition of the CI:ristian faith, \vhich it has 
received from the beginning,' it declares this to be a 
doctrine of the Fai
h. If this faith is contained in the 
tradition of the Christian faith, \"hich has existed frolTI 
the beginning, then ITIUst it have been the faith of the 
Fathers and the doctrine of the ancient Catholic 
Church. So here \ve have assertion 7H'rSltS assertion. 
The Vatican Council dec1ares the doctrine of the infal- 
lible teaching office oî the ROlnan Pope has been in 
the Church from the beginning, delivered down from 
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the lTIOSt ancient times; Dr. Schulte says that he, 
,vhile, nlaintaining his own vie\v of the question, he 
does not accept the doctrine, still holds fast to the 
faith of the Fathers and to the doctrine of the ancient 
Catholic Ch urch. \Vhon1 is the ,vodel to believe? 
Dr. Schulte, or the Pope and the Bishops? Hardly 
,vill he have the confidence to ans\ver, ' The ,vorld is to 
believe me, not the Pope and the Bishops.' Yet, ac- 
cording to the position he has assumed in his palTIphlet, 
he cannot bring hilTIself to ans\ver, 'The ,vorld lTIUSt 
believe not tne, but the Pope and Bishops.' Accord- 
ingly, all that relTIains for hil11 to say is, 'Everybody is 
to search for hitTIself the IIoly Scriptures and the 
".ritings of the Fathers, and examine the ancient 
recorùs, in order to find out the truth for himself.' 
Out of cOITIpassion for the author I decline to stig- 
tTIatise ,vith its proper name such a position as this 
,vhich he has assulTIed ; his o\vn conscience must, ,,,hen 
he call11ly ,veighs the lTIatter over, tell hitn ,,,hat a 
course he has entered on, and "'hither such principles 
must naturally lead him. IIo,v utterly unreal, ho\v 
cOI11pletely ilupossible in practice, such a suggestion is 
l11Y readers \\'ill easily see, if they do but consiJcr that 
they are thus, everyone. of thenl; requireù to cxalninc 
I-Ioly Scripture, the Fathers, and the ancient records 
of the Church, in order to kno\v ,vhat they have to be- 
lieve respecting the infallible teaching office of the Ro- 
l11an Pontiff; ,vhether, having made such an investiga- 
tion, they are cOI11pelled to accept this doctrine as a 
doctrine of the Catholic faith, and under "'hat lilnita- 
lions. In order, ho\vcver, to prevent any onc Inis- 
understanding my Ineaning, I think it right to rClnark, 



IJljållibilit.y of the }Joþcs. 


4 1 


that in contesting the position of Dr. Schulte, as re- 
gards the duty of eyery one to exalnine the Scripture, 
the Fathers, and the ancient records for himself, I am 
far from dissuading an exalnination of thenl as a thing 
objectionable in itself. On the contrary, I highly 
value such an investigation, and I hold it to be a very 
right and proper thing to make it, ,vhen it is done in a 
fight tnanner. If, ho,vever, this examination is praised 
and recotnmended in order to represent the solelnn 
definition of the teaching Church as an error, then ,vill 
a thing that is good in itself, instead of bc-ing "a Ineans 
of establishing and defending the tru th, only serve as 
a battering-ranl against that truth. This is a bad and 
objectionable proceeding. 
6. One other assertion of our opponent needs to be 
cleared up. I t is this: he says, 'The Church is not 
founded that the Ilierarchy tnay govern, and the laity 
obey; but the Lord hath founded Ilis Church that 
everyone may find in her the safe ,vay to ,vork out his 
o,vn salvation.' As this assertion here meets the eye, 
it presents to our vic\\' a truth- viz. that the final cause 
of the foundation of the Church ,vas not that the Hier- 
archy might govern, and that the laity Inight obeY1 
but that every 2ne might find salvation in her. But if 
this assertion is Inade to represent as a fact that it is 
not the will of God, in the foundation of His Church, 
that the Pope and the Bishops should instruct and 
govern IIis Holy Church, and that the laity should lis- 
ten to them in the Church, then is this a great nli3- 
representation of the truth. \Vhen, ho,vever, I say it is 
the ,viII of God that the Pope and the Bishops should 
instruct and govern the Church, of course I Inean to 
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say this in that ordinary sense in \vhich the words have 
ever been understood, and the thing practised in the 
Church. To the Pope and to the Bishops, in the per- 
son of.Peter and of the rest of the Apostles, ,vas the 
\vhole truth of Revelation cOlnmitted by ] esus Christ, 
the Founder of the holy Church. This truth is pre- 
served by them, \yith a true and earnest \\'atchfulness, 
as a precious treasure intrusted to thenl by God, and 
laid up in their keeping, to be irnparted, either by 
thclnsel yes or by their assistan ts, the priests, to all 
\"ho, by"a true acceptance of this truth 
nd by Bap- 
tisln, have either already found admission into her, 
or \\"ho. shall hereafter find admission. This is \vhat 
the Pope and the Bishops, according to the \"ill of 
God, teach. But it is also the \\'ill of God that they 
should govern the Church. This Ineans that they 
should lead on their \\'ay to heaven the faithful Cúln- 
Initted to their pastoral care by Incans of the truth 
,vhich they have rcceived, as also by the Ineans of 
grace \\,hich they have received to adlninister, and by 
virtue of that spiritual power ,vith ,vhich, in the third 
place, thcy are cndo\\'cd. This they kno\v right ,vell, 
anù bear it always in Inind: that in their tninistrations 
they should always, and before all things, as their first 
duty, follo\v the exatnple of their Divine Redeemer, 
the first and highest Pastor of souls, ,\'110 hath said to 
thcln, 'I have given you an exalnple, that you also 
should do as I have done unto you.' 'Learn of IVle, for 
I am Ineek and lo,vly of heart.' 'lIe \\'ho ,,,ill be 
great al110ng you, let hiln be your servant; and he 
,vho \\'ill be first, let him be your minister, like as the 
Son of l\Ian is not come to be ministered unto, but to 
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minister and to give his life a ransom for 111 any. ' rJ: llls 
 
Jninistration for the good of souls is exercised in very 
different ,vays: sOlnetilnes with loving and sOlnetilnes 
with zealous ,vords; sometilnes \vith instruction by 
word of 1110uth, and sOlnetilnes \vith \vords of \vrittcn 
adJnonition, after the fashion of the Apostles, in the 
doctrine and love of Christ. 
It is greatly to be regretted certainly that our oppo- 
nent, Dr. Schulte, has met \vith so many distressing 
proofs of disquieted Ininds,as he says he has in his \vork, 
A Glallce into the State of the Church ill several Dioceses. 
However, I, being myself a Bishop, kno\v the state of 
many Churches, and the Inind of Jnany Bishops there- 
on, and I am compelled to express my opinion that 
Dr. Sch ulte met \vith either very one-sided informants 
or discontented grulnblers in those dioceses he visited; 
so that the prospect looked lnuch more gloomy than it 
really \vas. That all regu la tions of this \\yorld, even 
\vhen they rest on divine direction, in so far as they 
have to be carried out by lnen, are l110re or less subject 
to 11l11nan imperfections, is too well kno\vn to need to 
be re-asserted; nor can this no\v be denied. But \ve 
111ust not for this reason deny the divine supervision in 
the Church, set ourselves against it, or prejudge it, 
and that falsely too. God has ,villed it and ordered it 
that in His Church Pope and Bishops should teach and 
govern, and that the laity should obey. If a layman 
rebels against the Pope or against the Bishops, be- 
cause, as he says, the good of the Ch urch is of a higher 
order of good than the momentary pleasure of the 
Hierarchy, and that he has no fear if his conscience is 
not alanned, then I am compelled to make the remark 
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that ,,'e Bishops too, and the Pope have a conscience, 
and that this doctrinal definition respecting the infal- 
lible teaching authority of the Ronlan Pontiff has bcen 
long and l11aturely \veighed before God in prayer, and 
aftcr long and earnest study has been declared with a 
quict conscience; and I also declare it to be my finì1 
belicf that those Bishops ,,-ho, in SUpplcl11ent to the 
Council, declared their adhcsion to the doctrine, and 
gave thcir reasons in excellent pastorals, acted silnply 
according to their own conscienc
s. Lastly, 
s regards 
the good of the Church, ,vhich Dr. Schulte professes 
he think.., in1perilled by the nl01nentary perversion of 
the IIierarchy, I ask, ,,,ho can imagine that things 
are conlC to slich a pass that in this nineteenth century 
the Church of God has come to be betrayed by the 
Pope and Bishops, and that our opponent, Dr. Schulte, 
should be the nlan chosen by God to take the Church 
undcr his protection? Are, then, the Pope and Bishops 
so forsaken by God that He should let them sink into 
so dangerous an error in doctrine? Has the Lord 
forgotten 1-1 is promiscs? Can He ever forget thcIn, 
and give over Ilis Church a prey to destruction? 


1\ 
ofe to jagt! 3.t. 
Quite in unison with the Archbishop of Cologne are the senti- 
ments (as the)' ha\'c been credibly reporteù to us by the public press) 
of the Prine..: Primatc of Hungary, John Simor, Archbishop of Gran, 
and his sentiments maJ be taken as expressing thosc of the rest of 
the II unga:-ian Bishops. \Ve are there told that the Prince Primatc 
never for a. moment contemplated denying that the Council \\'a
 
ecumenical; th:lt ' lIe never was opposed to thc doctrine itself "thaI 
the Pope was Infallible by virtue of the promise given to the FoundeJ 
of the (,hureh," but only to thc oþþortultellcss of so weighty 
. stcp 
fraught with such important consequences, in the present deplorab1< 
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state of affairs. Besides, after that the Council, and, by the voice of 
the Council (as the certain and undisputt:d doctrine of the Church has 
ever held), the !Ioly Ghost Himse1f, has spoken, the Prince Primate 
was as Jittle capable as any other f,-ithful member of our Holy Church 
of entertain
ng a doubt about the ,'alidiiy and binding force of the In- 
fallibility Ðogma.'-Gcrmall.Ilu118arÙm 
JIollthly Journal, December 
1 8 7 0 . 
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CIIAPTER. II. 


'TIlE CO
TENTS OF THE DEFINITIO
 OF TIlE VA TI- 
C.\X COU
CIL, " OX THE I
FALLlnLE TEACIII!\G 
OFFICE OF TIlE RO:\L.\X PO
TIFF." '
'f 


7. THIS portion of Dr. Schulte's pamphlet contains a 
Gen11an translation"t of the \vords of the definition of 
the Vatican Council 110\V under consideration; it enu- 
l11erates the particular propositions therein contained, 
and draws frol11 then1 their logical and juridical conse- 
q lIences. 
I cannot refrain here frol11 expressing my sense of 
the extraordinary unfairness of the \\'riter in quoting 
the definition \vithout the reasons \"hich the Council 
itself gives in express \vords for Inaking the definition. 
This context is absolutely necessary in order that ,ye 
nlay rightly understand so importan t a I11atter. In 
order to supply this deficiency, I \vill present to Iny 
readers, in the vernacular, the entire section or chapter 
'On the Infallible Teaching Office of the ROl11an 
Pontiff,' as given by.the Council. The "'hole section, 
or fourth chapter, of the first dognlatic definition on 
the Church of Christ runs as follows: 
'Caput QuartulJl. 
'ox TIlE IXFALLIDLE TEACIIIXG OFFICE (\L\GISTE- 
'RIU\I) UF TIlE RO:\lAN I>OXTIFF. 
, That in the apostolical primacy \\'hich the Roman 
.. Hear in mind the he:\ding
 of the chapters are taken from Dr. 
Schulte's pamphlet. 
t By Dr. "T. Molitor, Regcnsburg, ISjo. 
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Pontiff, as successor of the prince of the Apostles, 
Peter, has over the whole Church, is cOlnprchended 
also the suprelne teaching authority, this holy See has 
always finnly held, and this the constant practice of 
the Church confinns, and this the Eculnenical Councils 
have themselves declared, and above all, that Council 
in which the East met the \Vest for the union of faith 
and charity. For the Fathers of the Fourth Council 
of Constantinople, treading in the footsteps of their 
forefathers, Inadc the following soletnn confession: 
" The first condition of salvation is to keep the rule of 
sound faith. .And as the declaration utter(.d by our 
Lord Jesus Christ can never fail, * \vhen He says, 
, Thou art Peter, and upon this R.ock I \vill build }\Iy 
Church,' so have the ,vords there said actually come 
to pass, foraStl1Uch as in the apostolical chair the 
Catholic faith has ever remained inviolate and its holy 
doctrine been celebrated. Desiring to be in no ,vise 
separated from its faith and doctrine, ,ve hope to be 
made \\'orthy to be in that one cOlnnlunion ,vhich the 
Apostolic See declares, wherein resides the perfect 
and true ,vholeness of the Christian religion. "t \Vith 
the acquiescence of the Second Council of Lyons the 
Greeks Inade this confession: "That the holy ROlnan 
Church possesses the highest and the full primacy and 
principality over the ,,,hole Catholic Church, \vhich it 



- , Prætermitti,' used with · jus,' in the sense of 'teing brought to 
naught.' See Pacdol.lti ÙI- verbo.- TRANSLATOR. 
t From a formula. of Pope Hormisdas, as it was proposed by 
Adrian II. .to the Eighth Ecumenical Council, viz. the Fonrth 
Council of Cons
antin, signed bv the Fathers there 
assembled. 
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truly and hutnbly acknowledges it has received frorn 
our Lord I-limself in the person of St. PeteI:', the 
prince and chief of the Apostles, together ,vith the 
fulness of' power; and as this Church is before aU 
other Churches bound to defend the truth of thL 
faith, so ought all questions of faith ,vhich may at any 
tÌ1ne arise to be decided according to her judgment." 
The Council of Florence finally defined: "That the 
Roman Pontiff, the true Vicar of Christ, is the hcad 
of the ,,,hole Church and the Father and Doctor of all 
Christians, and that to hitn, in St. Peter, was comlllit- 
ted by our Lord Jesus Christ the full power to feed 
the universal Church, to rule, and to guide it." 
, In order to fulfil this pastoral office, our Predecess- 
ors have, tilne after time, directed their ut1\\rearied 
labours that the \vholesome doctrine of Christ might 
be spread abroad alnong all people of the earth, and 
\vith like care have they \yatched that, ,vherever the 
true doctrine has been received, there it should be pre- 
sen-ed pure and undefiled. Therefore have the Bi- 
shops of the \vhole \vorld, SOll1ctilnes individually, and 
s0l11ctill1CS assenlblcd in solelnn synods, acting accord- 
ing to the long-received cuSt0111 of the Church, and 
according to the pattern of the ancient rules, brought 
before this apostolic chair those difficulties which wcre 
ever arising in matters of faith, in order that the rcnts 
in faith might there be tl1cndcd, ,vhere alone the faith 
could never fail. * The .R0t11an Pontiffs, however, 
have, as times and circU111stances ,varranted,-SOlne- 
times by sUl111noning Ecu111enical Councils or by asking 
the opinion of the Church throughout the ,,"orId, 
* St. Bernard, Epis. 190. 
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sonletÌ1nes by particular synods, sometimes by the 
use of otht:r means ,,,hich Divine Providence put in 
their way,-defined that those things should be held 
inn ,vhich they had thus learnt, under God's assist- 
lllce, to be in accordance ,vith IIoly Scripture and 
dPostolical traditions. For the Holy Spirit \vas not 
prolllised to the successors of St. Peter, that by His 
revelation they Inight n1ake kno\vn a ne\v doctrine, 
but that by His assistance they might holily preserve 
and faithfully expound the revelation delivered to the 
Apostles, or, in other ,vords, the "deposit of the 
faith" (dcpositulIl fidei). This is that apostolical doc- 
trine \vhich all the venerable Fathers of the Church 
have embraced, and all the orrhodox holy Doctors 
have venerated and follo\ved; for they had t!le l110st 
perfect conviction that this holy See of Peter ahvays 
remains free frol11 all error, according to the divine 
prolnise of our Lord and Saviour, ,vhich lIe nlade to 
the -prince of His disciples: "I have prayed for thee, 
that thy faith fail not; and thou, in thy turn one day,* 
strengthen thy brethren." 
This gracious gift of the truth and of indefectible 
faith has been accordingly given by God to Peter and 
his successors in this See, that they Inight discharge 
their high office to the salvation of all; that so the 
universal flock of Christ, turned from the poisonous 
allurements of error, might be nourished by the pas- 
ture of heavenly doctrine; so that, all occasion of 
schislTI having been removed, the \vhole Church might 
be preserved in unity, and, resting on its 0\V:1 solid 
basis, Inight stand fast against the gates of hell. 
* See the author's Preface, concluding paragraph. 
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, But as at this present time, \vhen the ,vholesome 
efficacy of the apostolic office is most pressingly 
needed, there are found not a fe\v \vho derogate froln 
its digni ty, \Ye esteem it quite necessary solemnly to 
assert the prerogative \vhich the Only-begotten Son of 
God has graciously declared to be bound up "with the 
highest pastoral authority.* 
, \Vhilst, then, We remain firm to the tradition of 
the Christian faith, \yhich has COtTIC do\vn to us from 
the beginning, \Ve teach, in accordance \vith this holy 
Council, to the glory of God our Saviour, to the ex- 
altation of the Catholic religion, and for the benefit of 
all Christian pevple, and declare it to be a doctrine re- 
vealed by God, that the H..Glnan Pontiff" \vhen he 
speaks froln his chair of teaching (ex cathedrá)-that 
is to say, ,vhen he, in the exercise of his office as pas- 
tor and doctor of all Christians, by virtue of his 
suprelne apostolic po\ver, defines a doctrine on faith 
or morals as to be held by the universal Church, by 
virtue of the divine assistance promised to him in St. 
Peter-possesses that Infallibility ".ith ,\.hich the 
Divine Redeemer \villed His Church to be furnished in 
the definition of a doctrine respecting faith or morals; 
and that therefore such definitions of the Roman Pon- 
tiff are of themselves, and not merely \vhen they have 
received the consent of the Church, unalterable. 
Should, then, any one-\vhich God forbid !-venture 
to contest this definition of Ours, let him be Ana- 
thema. ' 


* A J1 this, from the beginning of this chapter up to this point, Dr. 
Schuhc has omitted, and has only admitted into his article the pas- 
sage commencing · Whilst, then.' 
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8. It can hardly escape the observation of anyone 
who peruf\es this fourth chapter of the Council tho- 
roughly and carefully, that the reasons given for the 
definition and the historical account of the doc- 
trine arc of in1mcnse in1portance for c:1 right un- 
derstanding of the 111atter. It \yas, then, very 
unfair of Dr. Schulte, to say the least, to ex- 
tract froln the chapter on Infallibility the bare 
\vords of the definition, and by so doing to leave the 
readers of his pal11phlet in entire ignorance of aU that 
important Inattcr ,yhich, ,vith the best intentions, the 
Council itself had given as the reasons for the defini- 
tion, and, in order to forestall Il1isunderstandings, had 
placed in close connection ,yith the definition itself. 
I have, therefore, thought it especially necessary to 
give 111Y readers the \vords at full length ,vhich the 
Vatican Council 111ade use of in declaring its mind on 
the infallible teaching office of the Ronlan Pontiff; and 
I beg nlY readers to pay particular attention to this 
context of the definition as regards the present contro- 
versy. 
The very title of the chapter is remarkable. It 
runs (in order to designate precisely the subject \yhich 
is under consideration), 'On the Infallible Teaching 
Office of the Roman Pontiff.' This expression, , on the 
Infallible teaching office,' ,vas chosen purposely, in- 
stead of the title' On the Infallibility,' in order to fore- 
stall the erroneous deductions ,vhich might be dra\vn 
frOlTI the general term' Infallibility' by those \vho are 
disposed to dispute the doctrine on this very ground- 
viz. because it ,vas so general. Such persons ,,'ould be 
sure to misrepresent the doctrine to others, and mis- 
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lead them in their inquiries. Accordingly, the Council 
carefully and exactly declared, by the very title, in 
\vhat respect the term 'infallible' is used of the Ro- 
man Pontiff. 
The contents of the chapter 'On the Infallible 
teaching office of the !{oman Pontiff' may be con- 
cisely vie,,-ed and readily stated in its principal fea- 
tures as follo\vs: 
It is the ancient consistent doctrine of the Church, 
says the Pope, that to the Roman Pontiff is given by 
God the suprelne power in the Church, in order always 
to preserve its unity. But in this suprelne po\ver is 
contained the supreme teaching power, as the Church 
has ahvays acknowledged in General Councils of an- 
cient times, and especially in the Fourth Council of 
Constantinople (A. D. 8
), in the Second Council of 
Lyons (A.D. !274), and in the Council of Florence (A.D. 
1439). He also 5ho\\'s 110\\' the Popes acted ,vhen 
difficult questions relating to faith ,vere, according to 
ancient custom and prescription, laid before the Apos- 
tolical See for decision by the Bishops, viz. either, by 
assembling the Bishops in Ecumenical Council 
 or by 
inquiring into and obtaining the kno\vledge in some 
other ,yay of ,\'hat the general feeling of the universal 
Church ,vas upon such and such a point; or by sUtTI- 
moning particular synods; and, lastly, by using all 
such lTIeanS as Divine Providence put in their power. 
And ,vith this assistance the Popes decided that doc- 
trine to be revealed by God, aod accordingly to be 
held by all as d(' .fidc, \vhich they, \\,ith God's assist- 
ance, recognised as conformable to Holy Scripture and 
the apostolical traditions; ahvays then1selves holily pre.. 
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serving and truly interpreting, by the same divine as- 
sistance, the dt.1'ositulIl jidt'i preserved in the Ch urch. 
This apostolical teaching of the Popes, he says, the ven- 
erable Fathers and all orthodox teachers in the Ch urch 
have, from of old up to the present time, accepted 
\vith a full and perfect conviction that the See of bless- 
ed Peter, by virtue of the Divine Providence of our 
Lord and Saviour, has been constantly kept from all 
error; for so Jesus Christ spoke to Peter: 'I have 
prayed for thee, that thy fdith fail not; and do thou, 
in thy turn one day, strengthen thy brethren' (Luc. 
cap. xxii. v. 32). The reason is also added \vhy God gave 
this great grace to St. Peter and his successors in the 
office of supreme teacher-viz. that they might exer- 
cise this office for the spiritual benefit of all the faith- 
ful, that thereby the Church, trusted by God to their 
suprelne pastoral care, Inight through those \vho exer- 
cise this office of supreme teacher be maintained ,vith- 
out fear of error in the divine truth, and thus the 
,vhole Church be preserved in unity. Therefore, in 
accordance ,vith that tradition \vhich has ever existed 
in the Church from the beginning of the Christian re- 
ligion, and \vhich has always been maintained invio- 
late, it is declared by the Vatican Council, to the glory 
of God and for the salvation of Christian people, to be 
a constituent part of the Catholic faith revealed by 
God, 'that the Roman Pontiff, \vhen he speaks from 
his chair of teaching, (or ex cathedrti)
that is to say, 
when he, in the exercise of his office as pastor and 
doctor of all Christians, by virtue of his supreme apos- 
tolic authority, defines a doctrine which concerns faith 
or JT}orals 
o be held de ,fide by th
 whole; Çhurch-.- 
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does, by reason of the divine assistance promised to 
him in the person of St. Peter, pcsseS5 that Infallibility 
,vith \vhich the Divine Redeemer \villed His Church to 
be provided in the decision of r.:1atters respecting faith 
or n10rals; and that accordingly all such definitions of 
the Roman Pontiff are of thel11selves, and not then only 
\vhen they have received the c.)nseat of the Church, 
unalterable. t 
Having thus supplied, in the little revie\v \vhich 
\\re have made, the gap left by Dr. Schulte, by giving 
the Ï1nportant introduction to the definition of the 
Vatican Council on the Infallible teaching office of the 
I{on1an Pontiff, and sho\vl1 also the principal l110tives 
by \vhich this Council \vas actuated, \ve are confident 
that it \vill be clear to all unprejudiced persons that 
'the decisive passage' tas Dr. Schulte calls it, and 
,,"hich alone he quotes in his pamphlet, from the 
end of the chapter) \vilJ produce a very different im- 
pression, if considered in connection \vith the reasons 
\\rhich the Council itself assigns for the definition, and 
in connection a1so \vith the historical explanation, 
from that \\rhich it \vould produce, if vie\ved \vrenched 
out of its context, and isolated. They \vill no\v be 
flbie to see ho\v this supreme and infallible office has 
hitherto been exercised by the Popes, and from this 
they \yi1l judge ho\v it "uill be exercised in future. 
And I must say it is a n10st disingenuous C0111- 
mencement of Dr. Schulte in his pamphlet, that he 
has torn off frolu th
 \vords of the Definition the 
Council's reasons for it, and its historical explanation 
in this chapter of the Vatican Council 'On the 111- 
fallibl
 teaching office of the Roman Pontiff.' 
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9. I admit, ho\vever, the C decisive passage' itself 
does require sOlne remarks to enable persons thereby 
thoroughly to understand it ; for it is \vith this passage 
that Dr. Schulte COlnmcnccs that erroneous exposition 
of the \T atican definition, \vhich I have undertaken to 
exan1ine and refute; it becomes then Iny duty to open 
out and disclose the sources of his erroneous vie\\' and 
his 111isrepresentations; and this I can best do by ex- 
plaining at once \,"hat is the right sense of the defini- 
tion, and so letting everyone see when and ,\'here the 
author of the pamphlet under examination has devi- 
ated from the path of truth. 
The definition asserts that the Roman Pontiff, by 
virtue of the divine assistance, possesses the Infalli- 
bility promised to the Church in his doctrinal teaching 
only \vhen he speaks ex catìi.cdrâ. This is the ex- 
pression used for centuries, and for that very reason 
preserved in speaking of definitions of the faith. 
But as this expression c
r cathcdrá-or, Anglice, ' to 
speak from the chair of teaching 
-is not generally 
intelligible, as it is a technical expression dra\vn from 
theological science, the Council itself added a short 
explanation of it. It says it Ineans, '\Vhen he (t'.c. 
the Pope), in the exercise of his teaching office as 
pastor and instructor (doctor) of all the 
ithful, by 
virtue of his highest apostolical po\ver, defines, as to 
be held by the \vhole Church, doctrine that regards 
faith or morals.'* 
* The Latin of these last words is as follows: Doctrinam de fide 
yel moribus definit ; t i.e. issues his final decision that a certain doc- 
trine is to be regarded as an essential part of the Catholic faith or of 
C:ltho1ic morality, and to be maintained as such by the universal 
Church. 
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(I) By this expression, then, ex cathcdrâ, the bift 
of God's divine grace conveying Infallibility in faith 
and morals to the ROlnan Pontiff, the visible heat! of 
the Catholic Church, and \vho in the person of St. 
Peter has received fron1 our Lord Jesus Christ the full 
power to feed the universal Church, to direct and to 
guide it, is closely restricted to the exercise of his office 
as Pastor and Doctor of all Christians. 
The Pope, as visible head of the \vhole Church, is: 
I. The Supreme Teacher of truth revealed by God. 
II. The Supreme Priest. 
III. The Su prelnc Legislator in ecclesiastical Inat- 
terse 
IY. The Supreme Judge in ecclesiastical causes. 
He has, however, the gift of Infallibility, according 
to the manifest sense of the ,vords of the definition, 
only as SUpre1Jle teachcr of truths nccessary for sahJatioJl 
revcalt'd by God, not as supr
lne priest, not as supren1e 
legislator in Inatters of discipline, not as supreme 
judge in ecclcsiastical questions, not in respect of any 
other questions over \vhich his highest governing po"'er 
in the Church Inay otherwise exte.nd.
f And \vhcn I 


* In this sense F. Perrone writes (Fræ/ect. 'T,íeolog. yol. ,"iii. De 
Locis Tht'%gicis, pars i. 
 ii. cap. iv. n. 726, Lovanii, I8..J3, p. ..J97): 
'Quapropter neque facta personalia, neque præcepta, neque rescripta, 
neque opiniones, quas identìdem promunt Romani Pontifices, neque 
decreta disciplinæ, neque omissiones definitionis, ali
que id genus 
plurima in censu veniunt decretorum, de quibus agimus. Quan- 
quam enim hæc omnia pro sumrnâ auctoritate, ex quâ dimanant, 
magno semper in pretio habenda sint. ac humiIi mentis obsequio ac 
veneratione sint excipienda, nihilo tamen minus non constituunt"' de- 
finitionem ex cathedrâ," de qua Joquimur ct i!1 quâ solâ adstruimus 
Pontificiam infal1ibilitatem.' I quote Perrone as my guarantee, in- 
asmuch as he at least cannot b
 suspected of wishing to derogate 
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here d
cline to place in the range. of subjects for tile 
exercise of Infallibility ecclesiastical Inatters, I !nean to 
exclude all those l11atters ,vhich commonly fonll the 
subject of ecclesiastical processes, as, for instance, 
marriage questions, benefice questions, patronage 
questions, church-building questions, &c.; questions 
of faith of course the Pope decides as Supren1e 
Teacher. 
(2) As doctrinal definitions comprehend doctrines 
respecting the faith as \vell as doctrines respecting 
morals, it ,,,ill often happen in the nature of things 
that definitions on the latter of these t\\'o subjects, 
viz. morals, ,,"ill be issued to the universal Church in 
the form of a cOlnmand or prohibition froln the Pope 
(Preceþta 1110rllJ1z). 
(3) IIere, in order that ,ve may better understand 
the subject, it ,,,ill be ""ell to compare ,vhat \ve are 
no\v saying ,,,ith ,vhat is said in thc third chapter of 
the Vatican definition de }ide, ",here it is expressly 
taught that the Pope possesses the highest 
power of jurisdiction over the whole Church, 'not 
only in l11atters of faith and morals, but also in mat- 
ters of the discipline and government of thc Church 


from the Pope's authorir)'. Ballerini expresses himself to the same 
effect (De vi GC Rl1/Íone FlimaliÎs Rom. POlltif. cap. xiv. 
 vi. VerGnæ, 
I766, p. 287-8): 'Salas itaque fiùei definitiones ill (inerrantiæ privi- 
legium) respicit a Sumffiis Pontificibus Ecclesiæ propositas contra 
insurgentes dissentiones et errores in materiâ fidei: non autem opi- 
niones, quibus etsi aliquid statuant, nihrl tamen decernunt credendum 
ex Catholicâ fide, nihilque damnant tanql1am alienum ab eâdem ; non 
simplicia præcepta, quæ ad fidei definitionem referri non possim; 
no
 judicia de personis tantum, non decreta di..ciplinæ, ql1æ ad fidem 
non pertinent, non tandem omissiones definitionum fidei,' &c. 
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extended over the \vhole orbis terrarU1Jl.' 'Non solum 
in rebus,' q uæ ad fidem et mores, sed etialn in iis, q uæ 
ad disciplinam et regin1en Ecclesiæ per totum orbeln 
diffusæ pertinent.' 'rhus there are here distinguished 
four classes of matters as belonging to the province of 
things ecclesiastical, ,vhich fall under the supreme 
po\ver of the Pope: 
I. 1\Iatters of faith. 
II. 1Iatters of morals. 
III. l\Iatters of discipline. 
IV. ivlatters of governInent. 
In all these n1atters the faithful o\ve a true obedience 
to the Pope. 
(4) Then in the fourth chapter, entitled' On the 
Infallible Teaching Office of the ROll1an Pope,' the 
Council treats exclusively of the teaching power of 
the Pope-matters, that is, of the first and second 
class, faith and morals, not Inatters of the third and 
fourth class, i.e. discipline anå govenl1nent. Accord- 
ingly, it is only as regards definitions of the Pope 
upon faith and moraIs y that the Council defines, as a 
proposition revealed by God, that they possess infalli- 
ble certainty by virtue of the unerring divine assis- 
tance promised to the Pope in St. Peter, i.e. as the 
successor of St. Peter. CardinaT Bellannine had al- 
ready made this distinction, speaking of the doctrine 
on Inorals as f<;>Ilo\vs (De ROl1l. P01ltif. lib. iv. cap. v.) : 
, Non potest errare summus Pontifex in præceptis mo- 
rUIn, quæ toti ecclesiæ præscribuntur, et quæ in rebus 
necessariis ad sa!utell1, vel in iis quæ per se bona" et 
mala sunt, versantur.' \Vhat he then says further in 
this place refers to discipline: '
on est erroneum di- 
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cere Pontificem in aliis legibus posse errare, nilTIirum 
superfluaill legeiTI conùenùo vel Ininus discretam, &c. 
Ut autem jubeat (sc. Pontifex) aliquid quod non est 
bonU111 neque malum ex se, neque contra sålutem, sed 
tamen est inutile, vel sub pænâ nimis gravi illud præ- 
cipiat, non est absurdum dicere posse fieri,' &c. And 
other theologians follow Bellannine on this point. 
(5) This Infallibility of the Pope in the exercise of 
his office as Pastor and Doctor of all Christians is, ho\v- 
ever, still Inore closely defined as 'that Infallibility 
,vith ,vhich the Divine R.edeen1er ,\'illed that I lis 
Church shoulJ be provided in the definition of a ùoc- 
trine relating to faith or morals.' Before, then, ,ve 
proceed to answer the question, how far the Papùl 
Infallibility extends over matters \vhich concern faith 
or morals, the question arises ho\v far the Infallibility 
of the C/íurcll extends over such nlatters? \Vithout 
entering into the investigation of this very ,vide ques- 
tioi1, on \vhich lTIuch precise infonnation is afforded in 
all our great theological \vorks, I content myself \vith 
selecting the follo\ving proposition, universally ackno\\
- 
ledged in theology-viz. ' That even jn dogmatic 
Decrees, Bulls, &c. &c., not all \vhich therein occurs in 
anyone place, not that \vhich occurs or is mentioned 
incidentally, not a preface, nor ,vhat is laid do\vn as 
the basis of the decree, is to be looked upon as itself* 


* If here, as elsewhere, I make use of the term dogmatic definition 
on a matter of faith in the sense of the Latin words' dogmatica defi.,. 
nitio,' this is only for the sake of brevity. I mean by the words al1 the 
'doctrina de fide et moribus,' following Ballerini (De vi fie Ratione 
P1imatz1s Roman. Pontif. cap. xv. 
 v. Vcronæ, 1766, p. 312), who thus 
explains the expression: 'Fidei dogma, in quo continetur et morum 
natura1is ac divini juris doctrina.' 
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a dogtnatic definition, and so as matter of Infalli- 
bility.' * 
(6) Lastly, the Council adds that the definitions of 
the Pope, in \vhich, by virtue of his office as Pastor 
and Doctor, he lays do\vn a certain doctrine on faith 
or morals as finnly to be held de fide by all Christians, 
are per se, irreversible, i. e. of their o\vn nature, and not 
only irreversible \vhen they receive the subsequent as- 
sent of the Church. I t is not lneant by this that the 
Pope ever decides anything contrary to the tradition 
of the Church, or that he ,,'ould stand alone in oppo- 
sition to all the other Bishops, but only that the Infal- 
libility of his definition is not dependent on the 
acceptance of the Church, and rests on the special 
divine assistance promised and vouchsafed to him in 
the person of St. Peter for the exercise of his supreme 
teaching office.t Since, then, it is here expressly said 
that those definitions on ,vhich the Infallibility of the 
Pope exercises itself are per se unalterable, it foIlo\vs, 
as a Inatter of course, that all those Ia\vs 'v hich are is- 
sued from time to time by the Pope in matters of dis- 
cipline, and \vhich are alterable, are, by the very reason 
that they are alterable, not included in the de fide 
definition of the Vatican Council. 
10. IIaving no\v by these remarks on the de fide 
definitions of the Vatican Council cleared our view of 
their nleaning and import, "re find ourselves in a con- 
* C Quæ in conciIiorum vel Pontificum decretis vel explicandi 
Rratiâ inducuntur, yel ut objectioni respondeatur, ,'el etiam obitcr et 
in transcursu præfer institutum præcipuum, de quo erat potissirnum 
controversia, ea non pertinent ad fide
, hoc cst, non sllnt Catholicæ 
fidei judicia.'-
lc1ch. Canus, De [ods Theologicis, lib. v. cap. v. 
t See note A, end of this chapter. 
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clition to face the conclusions Dr. Schulte dra\vs from 
them. 
The first set of these conclusions Inay be unhesita- 
tingly admitted-viz. that it is the duty of every Ca- 
tholic to believe the doglna published on the 18th of 
J lily, 1870; that the aim of this solemn proclamation 
of the doctrine is not Inerely theoretical but practical 
-viz. that the Roman Pontiff by these cx .catltcdrâ 
definitions Inay Inake kno\vn infallibly those right and 
true principles of living by ,vhich a man must fran1e his 
life if he \vishes to be happy in the next \vorld; that by 
thi
 definition not the present Pope alone is declared 
infallible, but also that each one of his predecessors has 
been infallible, under those conditions ,vhich have been 
already stated; that such an infallible definition is not 
conditional on the use of some one or other definite 
fonnula; that such a definition is per se unalterable, 
and that its reception by the Church adds nothing to 
its binding po\ver. 
I I. Then follo\vs a very ilnportant conclusion, C0I11- 
l11encing \vith a true proposition, but making, as it is 
manipulated by Dr. Schulte, a very serious divergence 
from the truth. Dr. Schulte says: ' It is inconceivable 
that a proposition should be solemnly published as re- 
vealed by God, \vithout its also of necessity influeí1cing 
the faith and life of a Christian.' Again:' Ev
ry man 
l11ust be able to satisfy himself by objective proofs 
whether or no such a proposition is real1y proposed to 
hilli.' Again:' There must be certain objective prac- 
tical nlarks \vhereby every rational being can recognise 
an utterance ex cathedrâ.' Again;' Those objective 
proofs n1ust have been always the saIne, and uninter- 
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fuptedly.' Again:' 'fhere is an utterance ex cathcdrd 
,v hen the !{oman Pontiff utters definitions upon faith 
and morals ,vhich he requires to be looked upon as the 
teaching of the Church.' This is ascertained, he says, 
'son1etimes directly from the very ,vords used, some- 
times it is gathered from attendant circumstances, 
sOlnetimes it is evident froln the vety decision itself, 
z'. c. from its subject-matter.' In order, then, to 
tnarshal forth these objective practical Inarks, as 
he calls theIn, by ,,,hich a Papal ex cathcdrá utterance 
lnay be recognised by anyone, he directs his readers' 
attention to the Objcct1l11l, i. c. subject-I11atter of the in- 
fallible teaching office, that is, faith and Inorals. He 
then, in the saine terms as ,ve do, adtnits ,vhat belongs 
to faith; but as regarùs the other subject, morals, he 
culls from SOlne book of l\loral Theology the titles of 
all the treatises in order to sho\v in detail \"hat belongs 
to the n10ral duty of a Christian. Having done this, 
he proceeds to dra\v this conclusion: 'l\Iorals compre- 
hend the ,vhole range of the duties in the life of each 
individual Christian as such: 
This then, being the conclusion drawn by Dr. 
Schulte, requires of us an exact and careful examina- 
tion, since in it truth and falsehood are lnixed up 
together in a 1110st dangerous Inanner, and that ,vhich 
is false serves the ,vriter as a foundation for further 
Inisleading develoPlnents of his subject. 
It is true to say that every truth revealed by God 
has an infl:
ence upon the faith and life of a Christian,) 
and must therefore be capable of being rccognised by 
him in a sure and safe ,vay; and it is true also to say 
that this character Inust belong to definitions of the 
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Pope ex cathedrâ ß' and when he asserts that such de- 
finitions lnust be recognisable as such by objective 
practical marks, this also is, in a certt.\Ïn sense, true. 
But \vhen he dra\vs his t\\"o conclusions-first, there is 
an utterance ex cathcdrá \vhenever the !{oman Pontiff 
utters definitions on faith or Jnorals, and requires that 
they should be regarded as the teaching of the Church; 
and seco1ldly, this is made known sometitnes directly 
by the \vords used, somctin1es by attendant circum- 
stances, and sOInetiInes by the very definition itself- 
then of these two stateInents of his, the first is true, 
and the second is false, and the source of many errors.' 
For it is in this second proposition that Dr. Schulte 
has set those objective practical marks, as he calls 
thetn, ,yhercby a Papal definition has to be recognised 
as an ex catllcdrâ utterance. He gives three such ob- 
jective 111arks, of \\Thich son1etimes the first, sometÏ1nes 
the second, sornetimes the third, \vill tell us the ,,,ill of 
the Pope as to ,,,hat \ve should regard as the teaching 
of the Ch urch; that is, it is sOl11etiInes the ,vords used 
by the Pope, s0J11etimes the circu111stances, sometil11es 
the 'iJery definition itself; that is, the subject-matter or 
objectll11l of the definition, his lneaning being, \yhen the 
definition refers to faith or morals in the \yidest sense 
of the \vords. 
Here, then, it is, in these so-called objective marks, 
\vhereby Papal ex cathed1
â utterances are supposed to 
be recognisable, that the dangerous error comn1ences, 
error \vhich our opponent proceeds to develop further 
throughout the \yhole course of his parDphlet. 
It \vill hardly surprise anyone \vho has perused Dr. 
Schulte's explanatory Preface to his ,york to be told 
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that Dr. Schulte's very starting-point is unsound and 
111isleading. He aSSUInes, he says, that each individual 
Catholic Christian In ust be able, ,vithout the interven- 
tion of bishop or priest-i. c. \vithout having recourse 
to any teaching authority in the Church-to recognise 
at once ,,,hat is an ex cathedrá utterance of the Pope; 
and this' because each one has to ,york out his o\vn 
salvation. ' 
\Vere Dr. Schulte to say that his meaning in these 
,vords is (even if he has not said so expressly) that 
every Catholic can by the assistance of the Church's 
teaching office (i. e. through her bishops and priests) 
]e;\rJl what is a I)apal utterance ex catlzedrâ, and there- 
fore infallible, even in the face of conflicting difficulties, 
then indeed he ,vould explain and rectify his position; 
bu t ,vere he to adnlit this, then indeed he ,vould cer- 
tainly arrive at a different result from that at ,vhich he 
has actually arrived. 
For the bishops and the priests are quite aware that 
,,,hen there is no authentic explanation of a Papal ex 
cathcdrâ utterance, the Theological Faculty, \vhich has 
been for centuries engaged upon this question, has to 
be heard upon the marks of a real utterance; and that 
in reality the short de fide definition in the Vatican 
Council in its fe\v ,vords does hut contain ,vhat the 
science of Theology has been this long time investigat- 
ing at great length, \vith the full knowledge and admis- 
sion of the difficult questions arising out of the history 
of ancient times. But \ve shall look in vain, as Dr. 
Schulte from his own experience admits, if \ve \vish to 
:ind frcnl IIistory or Theology that such Papal utter- 
ances are to be recognised, sometimes from the ,vords 
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used, sometitnes froIn the circulnstances, and some- 
tilnes froln the ùefinition itself, as though each one of 
these nlarks ,vas of itself sufficient to establish the fact. 
On our part, ,ve find that it is the vic\y of Catholic 
theologians that there are two marks of an ex cat/tedrâ 
utterance, and, Inoreover, that these two marks 11lust 
both be found together-viz. that (I) the obJcctU1Jl or 
subject-nlatter of the decision must be doctrine of faith 
or morals; and (2) the IJ ope must express his intention, 
by virtue of his su preme teaching power, to declare 
this particular doctrine on faith and Inorals to be a 
cOl11ponent part of the truth necessary to salvation 
revealed by God, and as such to be held by the 'v hole 
Catholic Church, he Inust fublish it, and so give a 
f onnal definition .in the matter (de.fillire). These t,,"o 
marks Inust be founù together. Any mere circum- 
stances do not suffice to enable a person to recognise 
,,-hat a Pope says as an utterance cx catllcdrâ, or, in 
other ,yords, as a de .fide definition. It is only ,,,hen 
the t".o other marks just mentioned are acknowledged 
to be present that the circumstances of the case serve 
to support and strengthen the proof of the Pope's 
intention; and this intention ,vill be Inade kno\vn by 
his o\vn ,yords. 
Should, however, these marks not give us a cer- 
tainty absolutely free from all doubt as to ,vhether, in 
a certain case, there is a Papal utterance cx catllcdrd, 
then ,,'ill the subordinate teaching authority of the 
Church have recourse to the highest .A.uthority himself, 
to ask hin1 ,vhat his intention ,vas in such an utter- 
ance,* or to ask ,,,hether a formal Papal utterance on 
'* Such an appeal to the Pope is not, then, so absurd as Dr. 


. 
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s:.Jch and such a Blatter is to be looked upon as ex 
cathedrâ. 
Here it must be evident to everyone that froIn this 
point Dr. Schulte's ,,'ay of viewing his subject and my 
o\\'n nlust part company in their further development, 
viz. as to \vhat is and is not an infallible doctrine 
u ttcred by the Pope. 
He lays down three notes, of ,\'hich three anyone 
alone is enough to make known a Papal utterance as 
infallible, and therefore unalterable, as being CX' 
catllcdrâ. 
It on the contrary, having regard to the ,vords and 
the inlport of the definition of the Vatican Council, 
and also bearing in mind previous scientific expositions 
of theologians on the subject, lay do,
n t".o such notes, 
both of which, ho\vever, l11l1st always be found together; 
\,. hilst to the third note I attribute only an auxiliary 
significance. 
As \\'as to be expected, Dr. Schulte, in consequence, 
naturally finds a great nunlber of Papal ex catht'drd 
utterances; I, in accorùance ,vith the Theological 
Faculty, find only a fc\\y. 


Schu1te says; on the contrary, where there is a supreme authority, it 
is quite intelligible and reasonable on the part of the Pope's subordi- 
nates in matters on which a doubt might arise of the applicability of the 
Pope's intention to a part
cul
r case, although in the first instance the 
intcntion was clearly expressed. 
(Of course Bishop Fe

ler is here understood as meaning that 
this flesh explanation of the definition must be provided with 
1l the 
marks which are necessary to provc the presence of a real definition; 
just as in a will any alteration or explanation forming part of a v;ill, 
must PC attested by the same witnesses and with the same formalities 
a
 W
ïC required for the original docuxr.ent.-TRA?\SLATOR.) 
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12. Having made his own exposition of ..t1otes of a 
definition, Dr. Schulte proceeds to assert 'that only 
the Pope himself can define the subject-matter, the 
comprehensiveness, and the lilnits of an utterance 
ex cllthcdrâ. ' This assertion is so far true, that it is 
certain that no human authority can prescribe any- 
thing to the Pope in this matter. If, however, it is 
Incant that the Pope, according to his o\vn ,vill and 
fancy, can at all events extend his infallible definition 
even to matters relating to the JUS publicltJlI, to ,vhich 
the divine revelation does not extend, then he has laid 
the case before us quite erroneously. The Pope, in his 
doctrinal utterances, only speaks \vhat he finds, under 
the special divine assistance, to be already part of the 
truth revealed by God necessary for salvation, ,,'hich he 
has given in trust to the Catholic Church (i.e., in the 
divine dcpositu1Jl jidt'z'). The sanle assistance of God 
\vhich securely preserves the Pope from error preserves 
him with equal security fronl declaring that to be 
revealed by God, and intrusted to the keeping of the 
Catholic Church as a matter of truth or morals, \vhich 
God has not revealed and has 110t deposited in I-lis 
Church. * 
Supposing then, as Dr. Schulte says, , the infallible 
teaching office of the Church can even extend to all 
subjects and departments of man's life \vhich have any 
bearing upon his moral conduct,' yet assuredly 110 infal- 
lible doctrine ,vill ever be pronounced ,vhich is not 
part of the truth revealed by God. \Vere the contrary 
of this possible, then ,vould God have forsaken His 


* See note B of the editor of the French translation at the end of 
this chapter. 
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Church, \vhich is Ï111possible, since ,ve have His pro- 
mise that He ,vill never forsake her unto the end of 
the \vorld; and to this promise \ve both are and 1JlllSt 
continue faithful if we desire to be Catholics and to 
rel11alIl so. 
13. Dr. Schulte no\v passes on to the special prac- 
tical matter of his pamphlet, and says: ' In order, then, 
to proceed to investigate \vith certainty \\"hat is the 
doctrine of the Church in respect to the relations be- 
tween the spiritual and temporal po,,'er, \ve must have 
recourse to the utterances of the Pope. \Vhat these 
utterances have declared as really proceeding from hil11, 
Illat is the truth, and that l11ust be believed by every 
Catholic, and 111ust be the rule of his conduct. 
Hereupon Dr. Schulte proceeds to represent in the 
follo,,'ing manner \vhat the doctrine of the Church is in 
respect of the relations of the spiritual to the temporal 
po\ver, which the Catholic Christian must believe and 
follo\v out, if the infallible teaching office of the Pope 
is a matter of faith.* \Vel1, he l11ay do so. But it 
must be our business to insist upon this-viz. that in 
his representation he shaH only represent that to be a 
Inatter of faith \\'hich is really and truly a definition of 
the Pope on faith and nlorals. If he does not do this 
-if he represents Papal rescripts ,,'hich be10ng to the 
province of reversible ]egislation, or are mere acts of 
government, as definitions of Popes upon faith and 


* In the Introduction, p. 18 of his Pamphlet, hc thus expresses 
his own intention: 'I, in the first instance, issue this pamphlet that 
governments and persons governed may bc thoroughly acquaintt.d 
with what a Catho1ic who admits the Illfallibility of the Pope is bound 
to believe as matter of conscience.' 
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morals, or if from the records of real doglnatic defini- 
tions of Popes hc extracts Il1CrC incidental rcmarks, 
obiter dicta, and alleges these to be ex catllcdrâ-thcll 
assuredly hc is leading his readers into error; he is 
disturbing their consciences \vithout reason; he is 
arousing the suspicions of governments unnecessarily, 
and setting thel11 against that Catholic doctrine \vhich 
has been declared by the \T atican Council; and he is 
consciously or unconsciously (God only kno\vs \v hich) 
creating great prejudice against the Catholic Church. 
Dr. Schulte is unfortunate with his proofs froll1 the 
very comnlencelnent. For instance, in order to prove 
that' \vhat the Popes have declared to be a doctrine 
of the Church _is true, and to be believed by all Catho- 
lics, and follo\ved by thein in practice,' +:- he, \vithout 
* I said designedly above, p. 57, 'only a real and true definition 
of the Pope on faith and morals' can be under consideration, becausc 
the expression made usc of by Dr. Schulte, p. 27 of his Pamphlet, is 
ambiguous. He says: '\Vhat the Popes have declared to be such' 
(viz. a dogma of the Church), I that is true, and must be believed by 
Catholics, and accordingly followed by them in practice.' This may 
bc true and may be false. For not all that the Popes have declared to 
be a doctrine of the Church is for that rcason alone (because the 
Popes have said so) true, and to be belicved by Catholics, and so fol- 
lowed by them in practice; but only that which Popes have declared 
in an ex cathedrlî utterance to be a dogma of faith or morals to be 
believed by the whole Church. See Ballerini, 1. c. p. 36, who speaks 
very expressly on this point: "l\Iultæ sententiæ, quæ in Pontificum 
sive epistolis, sive concionibus. sive aliis quibuslibet eorum operibus 
inspersæ, etiam si veritatem aut aliquod dogma contineant, et veris- 
simæ sint, non tamen fidei definitiones dicÏ qucunt, sicuti similes 
sententiæ in aliis Patribus inventæ, opinionis vel dogmatis, uti 
materies fert, testimonia sunt, definitiones autem fidei non item.' So 
a1so says Cardinal Bellarmine: 'I\Iulta esse in epistolis decretalibus, 

uæ non faciunt. rem a1iquam esse de fide, sed solum opiniones 
Pontificum ea in re nobis declarant.' De Rom. POll/if. lib. iv. c. xiv. 
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further introduction, brings the follo'wing proof. 'For,' 
says he, 'Pope Leo X. asserts in his Bull E'xurge 
DOl/IÙle of June IS, 1520, \vhich excommunicates Luther 
and rejects his teaching, 
 6, " Had Luther done this" 
(viz. come to ROlne), " \ve should have proved to him, 
as clear as the light of day, that the holy ROlnan Popes 
our predecessors have never erred in their canons or 
constitutions.'" And this is an ex cathedrâ utterance! 
Dr. Schulte really means it, for he adds in a note, 
'Can anyone venture to say that the \vords \ve have 
just quoted are not an ex catllcdrd utterance?' Had 
he quoted the passage in full from ,vhich he clips this 
morsel, and presented it to his readers, any candid 
reader ,vould have been able to jurlge ,vhether such a 
cursory remark could, by any possibility, be erected 
into a dogma of the faith, i.e. a real ex cathcdrâ Papal 
utterance. So I will bring fonvard the ,vhole passage, 
that the reader Inay judge for himself. It runs as fol- 
lo\\'s: 'Had he, Martin Luther, done this' (viz.: as 
the context shows, I had Luther come to Rome '), 
'then ,vould he assuredly, as we think, have entered 
into hilnself and ackno,vledged his errors; nor ,vould 
he have found so Inany faults in the ROlnan Curia, 
,vhich he so violently attacks, giving an undue ,veight 
to the empty ,vords of mischievous persons; and ,ve 
should have sho,vn him clearer than the light of day 
that the holy ROlnan Popes our predecessors, \vhorn 
he traduces in such unmeasured terms, have never 
erred in those canons and constitutions of theirs, which 
he studiously assails.' * 


* · Quod si fecisset p ::> ccrto, ut arbitramur, ad cor reversus errores 
suos cognovisset nee in Romanå curià quam tantopere vanis maIcvo. 
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Are \ve bound to look upon the particular parts of 
this passage as Papal utterances ex catkcdrá, even \vhen 
the Pope says himself 'as we think' (1/1 arbitral/IllY)? 
Or ho\v can Dr. Schulte possibly claim for hitnself 
the right out of three principal propositions, apart 
froln dependent propositions, to dock off the first 
and second propositions as not dogmatic,* and to 
bring forward the third clause, and that not entire, and 
allege this to be an infallible utterance? If Dr. Schulte 
assigns as his reason for taking out of the context 
this third proposition, and bringing it forward as an 
infallible utterance, because the Pope here says that 
if Luther had come to Rome, he, the Pope, would have 
taught him that the Popes have never erred in their 
canons or constitutions, and that he selects this pass. 
age as an instance of his infallible teaching, bcca use 
the Pope speaks expressly of tcaching Luther, then I 
answer, not everything ,vhich the Popes 1I1ighl haL'c 
taught, but ,\'hat they actually ka'i}c taught as doctrine 
on faith and morals, and defined,t by virtue of their 
highest apostolical po\ver, as true, and to be held a3 
such by the universal Church, that alone is an infallible 


lorum rumoribus plus quam OportU1t tribuendo, vituperat, tot repcri- 
isset errata; docuissemusque cum clarius lucc sanctos Romanos Ponti. 
fices predecessores nostros, quos præter omnem modestiam injuriose 
lacerat, in suis canonibus seu constitutionibus, quas mordere nititur, 
nunquam errasse.' Bulla"ttm R011lallum J ed. Cocquelines, tom. Hi. 
p. iii. Romæ, 1743, p. 49 1 . 
*' For Dr. Schulte has omitted after the word' constitutions' the 
words which in the Papal bull immediately fol1o.v, viz. 'which he 
studiously assails ;' words which contain a limitation of the foregoing 
general expression, , constitutioncs.' 
t' Dcfinit' is the well-considered word of the Vatican Council. 
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utterance ex cathedrtÍ. Perhaps Dr. Schulte may here 
say, ' You. 111ay see plainly enough froln the ,vords of 
Pope Leo X. \vhat his thoughts ,vere, and ho'iu he 
hoped to te2.ch I..uther if he actually had gone to 
Ronlc.' To this I answer, ' I t is quite beside the l110Òt 
question ,vhat a Pope's tlloughts ,\'ere; nor does it at 
all belong to a Papal utterance ex cathedrá to consider 
\vhat a Pope thÍJlks, or even \vhat a Pope thinks it \vell 
to give as a piece of private advice or ÙifOrlllatz"oll to 
anyone in this or that 111anner.' 
After this first Inost unfortunate proof \\"hich Dr. 
Schulte has brought fonvanl, he tries a second, \vhich 
is not a bit better. Accordingly he says: 'J lIst so has 
it been declared in express ,vords by Pius IX. on the 
occasion of the condemnation of a book: "Finally, not 
to Inention other errors, he rises to such a pitch of 
audacity and inlpiety -G as \\-ith indescribable perversion 
to assert 'that the Roman Pontiffs and Ecutnenical 
Councils have overstepped the limits of their power, 
assumed for themselves the rights of princes, and have 
even erred in Inatters of f3.ith and nlorals.'" , t I-Iere 
I should like to ask, in sober earnest, \vhether any 
one ever before Dr. Schulte took it into his head to 
assert that dognlatic infallible definitions (utterances 


.. The German word 'Gottlosigkeit,' which is rendered above bJ 
'impiet} " is an imperfect translation of the Latin' impietas' (so also 
is our English word' impiety.'-TR.) The words' pius,' 'impius, 
'pietas,' anù 'impietas,' all designate a certain stale of mind towarù
 
God as well as a 
tatc of mind towards parents, and 'impietas' i
 
here used in this latter sense, inasmuch as the Pope is regarded æ 
the' pastor omnium Chrislianorum' in the senlence quoted flom lhe 
Brief in question. 
t See Brief J.
fultiþlices inter, June 10, 1851. 
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ex cathedrá) \vere sent forth by Popes as mere acces- 
sory Inatter on the occasion of the condelnnation of a 
book? There is nothing whatever in all the funtla- 
111cntal principles of the theological science \\'hich can 
be brought forward to prove this, and therefore it is a 
purely gratuitous assertion that a Papal document by 
\vhich a bad book is rejected and forbidden (the reasons 
being assigned) is on that account raised to the rank 
of a dogmatic definition, and the reasons assigned by 
the Pope for the condelnnation of a book stan1ped as 
Papal utterances ex cathcdrá.* 




 In a note to p:tge 28 of his pamphlet he assumes as proved 
that this Brief speaks ex ealhedrâ, and this he docs for the following 
reasons: I. 'It appeals to the ùuty of preserving the flock of Christ, 
which has been committed to him (the Pope) from the first Pastor.' 
Here, I ask, to preserve from what? Dr. Schulte prudcntly holds his 
t0ngue upon this point.. since it makes nothing for his point. But 
the context says plainly what this is. 'It is to prescrve men from the 
pcrnicious reading bad books, and keeping them in their possession.' 
That is expressly declared by the Pope to be the object of this Brief, 
not a definition on a matter of faith. The further reasons he gives are 
not a whit more to the purpose; as, 2. ' Th
 Pope speaks of his apos- 
to1ical office.' 3.' Of his apostolical plenitude of power.' As if he 
didn't do this every time he exercised his supremc power in thc 
Church. 4.' The Pope commands open publication.' As if nothing 
w
s ever published openly except definitions on matters of faith, and 
as if prohibited books were not so pubHshed. 5.' He refers therein 
to the Syllabus.' Just as if all that the Syllabus refers to is, for (hat 
very reäson, i.e. because it is in the Syllabus, at once to be looked on 
as a dogmatic definition on a matter of faith. 6.' Be decides after a 
mature consideration, with the advice of the cardinals.' Just as if 
many other things wer
 not decided after mature consideration, and 
with the advice of the cardinals. If the circumstances which Dr. 
Schulte speaks of as proofs of what is rx eathedrl
 are something- of 
this sort, it is easy to see how utterly valueless such 'circumstances' 
are, to enable him to make out his point. 
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The third and last proof of an infallible utterance 
\vhich Dr. Schulte brings forward is closely connecteJ 
,vith the second; it runs: 'And resting on this Brief, 
the Syllabus, in no. xxiii., conden1ns the proposition- 
" Roman Pontiffs and Ecumenical Councils have trans- 
gressed the lirnits of their power, have claimed for then1- 
selves the rights of princes, and have erred in their 
decisions upon faith and morals.'" Thus, amongst 
the doctrines of the Church he conclusively places the 
following proposition: ' ROlnan Popes have not over- 
stepped the limits of their po\ver, have not usurped 
the rights of princes, have not erred in their declara- 
tions on faith and 1110ra1s.' In bringing fonvard this 
passage from the Syllabus, Dr. Schulte has not defi- 
nitely asserted that he looks upon it as a dogtnatic 
definition-a Papal utterance, that is, ex catllcdrâ. .i\S 
he has not done this, he has saved n1e the trouble of 
going farther into the Inattcr. It is sufficient for us 
to direct attention to the fact, that ,vhen in the first 
and second parts of this proposition of the Syllabus, it 
is said that the ROlnan Pontiffs have, first, 'not over- 
stepped the lilnits of their po\\rer,' and, sccolldl.Jl, that 
they' have not usurped the rights of princes,' these as- 
sertions have no reference to a truth revealed by God, 
hut bear upon historical events (. ( a later period, ,vhich 
events have nothing to do \vith faith and morals, but 
only \vith the acts of the Popes. So it is plain there is 
not here the obJt:ctUlIl or subject-mdtter required for a 
dogtl1atic definition. 
Our readers can 110\\- judge for themselves that 
these three proof
 of infallible teaching \vhich Dr. 
Schulte has confidently brought forward (and he only 
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brings forwarù these thr
e) are anything but valiù or 
perfect proofs of his assertion, that Popes, in their 
infallible definitions, or utterances cx catllcdrâ, have set 
forth as the doctrine of the Church, or de fidc, these 
propositions: 1st, that Popes have never erred in their 
constitutions; 2d, that they have never overstcppcd 
the limits of their powcr; or, 3d, claimed for theIn- 
selves the rights of princes. If Dr. Schulte has not 
proved this, as he Inost certainly has not, then his as- 
sertion falls to the ground, 'that a Catholic, in ac- 
cepting the dc fide definition of the Vatican Council 
"on the Infallible teaching office of the Roman Pon- 
tiff," is bound to believe that the Popes have nevcr 
erred in their constitu tions; that thcy have 1lcvcr over- 
stepped the limits of their po\yer; have 1lcvcr claimed 
for themselves the rights of princes.' I-Icrc, howevcr, 
I Inust take care not to be 111isunderstood. I say only 
that a ll1an is not bound by a definition de fide of the 
Vatican Council to believe all this besides; ,vhich is 
,,,hat Dr. Schulte, on untenable grounds, ill1agincs that 
he ùisco\pers to be contained in this particular d
 fide 
defin ition.* 
Such is the poor outcol11e of the fuadamental propo- 
sition on ,vhich Dr. Schulte has erected his ,,,hole edi- 
fice in this Pal11phlet. 


*' 'Vhat should be the way in which a Catholic should conùuct him- 
self as regards these propositions of the Papg.l Brief, Multiplices inter, 
June 10, 135 IJ and also as regards the Syllabus, no. xxiii. (even if 
they are not doctrinal definitions), see above, 9 (3), and compare Bal- 
lerini De vi ac RatioJl
 Primatûs Romanolum POl1tificum J Veronæ J 
1766J cap. xv. 
 10. 
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-,-Vote A to l\r o . 9 (6), chap. ii. p. 60. 

1. Emmanuel Cosquin, the Editor of the French transJation of 
Bishop Fessler's Pamphlet, has appended the following note to page 
60, for the accuracy of which he makes himself responsible. He 
says: 
, In order to complete what 
lgr. Fessler here says, we borrow a 
passage from the Ptlstoral hlstruction of the Swiss Bishops in June, 
1871J which has been approved by a Brief of Pius IX. "The Defini- 
tiJn of the Council," say the Swiss Bishops, "has not in any respect 
brought about a separation between the head and the members of the 
teaching body in the Church. After the Council, as before, the Popcs 
will exercise their office as Doctors and Chicf Pastors in the Church, 
without. forgetting that the Bishops are appointed with thcm by the 
Holy Spirit, and, according tv the constitution of the Church, as suc- 
cessors of the Apostles, in order that, in conceIt with the Pope. and 
in subordination t.:) the successor of the Prince of the Apostles, they 
may govern the Church of God. As the Popes did before the 
Council, so now after it will they continue to strengthen their 
brethren the Bishops in the Faith; so also, in the government of the 
Church, ncver will they undertake anything which concerns the U ni- 
versal Church without taking the Council and advice of the Bishops. 
As they did before the Council, fO now 
lso afterwards, will the 
Popes summon Councils; ask the advice of the Bishops scattered . 
over the world; use every means in their power to obtain a full 
understanding respecting that åeposit of the FaÍ'th which has been 
confided to the Church. It will be according to this only and im- 
mutable rule of the Faith that ther will decide, as if in court of supreme 
and last instance, and infalliblr, for the Universal Church, all ques- 
tions which can possibly arise on matters of Faith or ::\Iorals. 
" Nevertheless," add the Swiss Bishopc;;; "even when the Popes 
use all possible means to obtain a profound knowledge of the ques- 
tion of the Faith w11ich is under consideration, as the duties of the;r 
office require, yet is it not this purely Duman knowledge, however 
complete it may be, but it is the assistance of the Holy Spirit-that is 
to say, it is a special grace of his state peculiar to himself-which 
gives the Pope the indubitable assurance of Infallibility, and which 
guarantees to all the faithful, with an absolutc cenainty, that the defi- 
nitions of faith of the supreme teaching authority (f the Pope are 
exempt from error." 
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N{lt
 B to NtJ. 12, chap. ii. p. 67. 
The French Editor has here another important note: 
'In their Pastoral InstructiOll, posterior to the work of 
Igr. 
Fessler, and approved, as is known, by Pius IX., the Swiss Uishops 
cite thc following passage of the Constitution of the Vatican Ct>uncil : 
" The Holy Spirit has not been promised to the successors of St. Petcr 
that thcy might publish according to His revelations a new doctrine, 
but in order that with His assistance they may holily guard and faith- 
fully set forth the revelation transmitted by the Apostles-that is to 
say, the deposit of the Faith." And they add: "It IS, then, the reve- 
lation given by God, the deposit of the Faith, which is the domain 
perfectly traced out and exactly circumscribed, within which the in- 
fallible decisions of the Pope arc able to extend themselves, and in 
regard to which the faith of Catholics can be bound to fresh obliga- 
t;ons. . . . It in no way dcpends upon the caprice of the Pope, or 
upon his goad pleasure, to make such and such a doctrine (he object 
of a dogmatic definition: he is tied up and limited to the divinc reve- 
lation, and to the truths which that revelation contains; he is tied up 
and limited by the Creeds already in existence, and by the preceding 
definitions of the Church; he is tied up and limited by the Divine 
law, and by the constitution of the Church; lastly, he is tied up and 
limited by tllJ.t doctrine, divinely revealed, which affirms that along- 
side religious society there is civil society; that alongside the Ecçle- 
siastical Hierarchy there is the power of Temporal )'lagistrates, 
invested in their own domain with a full sovereignty, and to whom 
we owe in conscience obedience and respect in all things morally 
permitted, and which belong to the domain of civil society.'" 
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CHAPTER III. 


, DOCTRI
AL PROPOSITIONS OF THE POPE, SIMPLE AND 
"EX CATHEDRA."-ACTS OF POPES BEARIKG UPON 
THEIR RELATIO
S TO\VARDS STATES, COUNTRIES, 
PEOPLES, A:'<lD I
UIVIDUALS.' 


14. IN this portion of his treatise, Dr. Schulte has 
been at the utmost pains to rake together froln every 
quarter, especially froln the middle ages, everything 
odious he can fi nd against the Popes. 
In order to thro\v light upon this chapter of his 
}Jamphlet, I m list call the attention of my reader to the 
resul ts of the investigation I made in the preceding 
chapter on the true extent of the subject-Iuatter of 
Papal Infallibility according to the de .fide definition 
of the Vatican Council, as a right appreciation of what 
follows depends strictly on \vhat I have already said. 
. (J.) Thus, in my present ans\vcr I have nothing to 
do with 
.vhat the Popes have thought, or said, or done, 
or ordained to be done, but only \vith \vhat they have 
defined to be a doctrine of faith or morals ex cathedrd, 
and the propositions on the faith ,yhich a Catholic must 
therefore accept as already decided in ex cathcdrá ut- 
terances by the Popes, in virtue of their Infallible su- 
preme teaching authority, if, as he is in duty bound to 
do, he accepts the de fide definition of the Vatican 
Council. 
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(2.) Acts of Popes undoubtédly are not Papal utter- 
terances ex cathedrâ. 
(3.) All that Popes have said in daily life, or in 
books of which they are the authors (supposing then1, 
to. e., to have \vritten books), or in ordinary letters, an: 
not dogtnatic definitions or utterances ex catllcdrâ. 
(4.) Utterances of Popes, either to individuals or to 
the ,vhole Church, even in their solelnn rescripts, Inade 
by virtue of their suprelne power of jurisdiction, in is- 
suing disciplinary laws, in judicial decrees,* and penal 
enactlnents, and in other acts of ecclesiastical govern- 
ment, arc not doglnatic Papal definitions or infallible 
utterances ex cathcdrd. 
(5.) Accordingly, none of these 1natters, acts of 
Popes (2), ,vhat Popes have said (3), utterances of 
Popes (4), have anything to òo ,vith the subjèct \ve 
have under discussion-which is exclusively about In- 
fallible defi nitions. 
(6.) l\Ioreover, if \ve have before us a real and true 
dogmatic definition of the Pope, still only that portion 
of it is to be looked upon and accepted as an ex cathe- 
drâ utterance, which is exprcssly designated as' the 
Definition;' and nothing \vhatever is to be so regarded 
\vhich is only tnentioned as accessory matter. 
No\v, then, having laid do\vn these general rules for 
our guidancc, \vhen I come to examine this portion of 
Dr. Schulte's treatise, I have to keep the t\VO following 
questions, \vhich arise out of it, entirely separate, and 
to give them a separate ans\ver. They are: 
First, \vhether the particular propositions, \vhich he 


-. 
* Seç po. 
 (I). (3), í\J1<:\' (4), fOf an explana
ion çf 
he;;e two ter!11
o 
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arrays for our consideration, have been defined by an 
infallible Papal utterance as Catholic doctrine de fide on 
faith or morals? 
And, secondly, if they arc not this, then ,,,hat is 
really to be held as regards these propositions? 
15. So, in considering these propositions, I shall be-- 
gin by ans\vering the first of these questions, ,vhich it is 
clear, froln the object Dr. Schulte has in vie\v in his 
1-)amphlet
 is the principal question. 


The FIRST Proposition ,vhich he brjngs before us as 
Papal doctrine is: 'Teillporal po\ver is of the Evil One, 
and 111ust therefore be subject to the Pope.' 
For this proposition he refers to a certain Brief of 
Grego.!"y VII. ,vhere, ho\\
ever, it is not found in these 
express ,vords, and ,\,here the context gives a different 
tlleaning. But Dr. Schulte himself adds, 'These pas- 
sages, ho\vever, are not uttered ex cathedrâ.' As he 
says this himself, he saves 111e the trouble of proving 
that his proposition has nothing to do ,vith Papal In- 
fallibility, and cannot therefore be here considered. 


16.. rrhc SECOXJ) Proposition is: 'The temporal 
power luust always act unconditionally in subordination 
to the directions of the spiritual.' 
Jq proof that this proposition is a Papal utterance 
(X catlltdrâ, Dr. Schulte brings forward the celebrated 
Bull, Ullal1t Sal1r!a11l of Pope Boniface VIII. This 
13ull, starting ,vith a de .fide proposition of the Nicene- 
Cqnstantinopolitan Creed, urhich has so long existed in 
the Churc1
f çontains a detailed exposition of the 
mutual relations of the telnporal and th
 spjritual 
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po\ver; and ends with a dogtnatic definition, ".hich 
is as follows: 'And this \VC declare, we say, ,ve 
define, and ,ve pronounce, that it is necessary for 
the salvation of every hUlnan creature that he should 
be subject to the !{olnan Pontiff. ,-;.;. These ,vords, and 
only these ,vords, are the definition de fide of the Bull 
UllllJll Sallciallt. ,,\11 the rest of the foregoing, after 
the very first ,vords, ,vhich lay do\vn an ackno,vledged 
article of faith as a basis, is a partly theological, 
partly canonical exposition of the relative positions of 
Church and State, Inade after the fashion of viewing 
such l11atters then in vogue; but it constitutes no dog- 
l11atic definition at all, ,vhich evidently COllll11cnces with 
the ,vords, '\Ve declare and we define (dcjilliJlt/ls).'t 
The definition itself asserts only the Catholic doctrine 


* '.Porro subesse Rom3.no Pontifici omni creaturæ humanæ .:Ie. 
c1aramus, dicimus, definimus, et pronunciamus, om nino esse de ne- 
cessitate salutis.' Extra vag. GÒIJlIII 1t1l. c. i. De l\lajorit. et Obeda 
The expression' omni humanæ creaturæ' is borrowed from the First. 
Catholic Epistle of St. Peter, c. ii. v. 13, and in the Fifth Lateran 
Council it is explained by Pope Leo X. as meaning' omnes Christi 
fideles' (Hardujn's Ada rOJ1cil. tom. ix. Paris, 1714, col. 1830). I 
have further to remark, that the Latin word of the above definition, 
C subesse,' is correctly and exactly expressed by the word C unterstehen,' 
Ang. C to stand under.' 
t If Pope Boniface VIII. had wished to declarc all that is repre- 
sented in the Bull respecting the relations of the temporal to the 
spiritual power to be a definition dè jidt?, he need only have placed the 
word C definimus,' C we define,' at its commencement. But this he did 
not do; and if a man who, amongst all the Popes, is distinguished 
by his ability as a legislator, places the decisive word, not at the com- 
me/lcement of the whole Decretal, but before the condudi/l,f words, as 
we have just accurately stated, surely no one can .be entitled to assert 
that all that precedes these words is a Papal doctrinal definition. 
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of the PrÙllacy of the ROlnan Pontiff;* for if the Pope 
has been appointed by God to be the Head of His 
Church, and if everyone who cares for the good of his 
soul must belong to that Church, then it follo\vs that 
he tnust be subordinate to the Pope as the Head of 
the Church (Subl'sse R01JlaIlO POlltifici). This surely is a 
truth \vhich Catholic princes have ever acknowledged, 
and I do not imagine any Catholic prince denies it at 
the prescnt day. 
It ,vill be said, no doubt, ' Yes, in spiritual things 
the Catholic prince is subject to the Pope, but not in 
tClnporal things.' To this I answer: The decision of 
the above-named decretal contains nothing \vhatever 
about the Catholic prince bcing under the Pope in 
tetnporal t.hings; still less does it say, as Dr. Sch ulte 
formulates his second proposition, 'That the temporal 
power tnust act unconditionally in subordination to the 
spiri tual.' 
But here again, perhaps, I shall be answered, 
'True, it is not said so, but it is itnplied.' 
To this I answer: According to the exposition, 
partly theological, partly canonical, certainly it tnight 


If That is, the spÍ1itual, to the omission from the definition of 
any mention of the temporal power. This is clearly proved from the 
fact th:lt t!lC words of Boniface, 'Subesse Romano Pontifici esse de 
nece.6sitate 
alutis, 1 are taken from St. Thomas, Opusc. f., 
01l1,.. 
Error. Græc. c. 32: 'Ostenditur etiam, quod subesse Romano Pon- 
tifici sit de necessitate salutis. . . . ?\-Iaximus in Epistolâ orienta
 
Iibus directâ dicit: "Coadunatam ct fundatam supcr petram confes- 
sionis Petri dicimus universalem Ecclesiam secundum definitionem 
Salvatoris, in qua necessario salutis animarum nostrarum est re- 
manere et ei est obedire, suam servantes fidem et confessionem." '- 
TRANSL 0\ TOR.. 
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be supposed that this ,vas the meaning; but it is a 
general rule that ,vhenever, in any dognlatic definition, 
a question to ,vhich it gives rise has not been touched 
upon (as is here the case \vith the question ,vhether 
this definition extends to tenlporal nlatters), then this 
question is to' be looked upon as still undefined.* It 
,vould have been defined if the Pope had said in his 
definition' that every human being ,vas subject to the 
Pope, not only in spiritual but also in ten1poral Inat- 
ters.' But then the Pope did not say this, although 
the question lay, so to speak, at his elbow'. 
It Inay be still further objected: '\V cU, if the 
Pope did not say so, he has sho,vn clearly enough the 
plain COlnmon sense and ilnport of the definition by 
his conduct towards King Philip resulting directly froln 
this Bul1.' 
I ans,ver again: Granting even the intention of the 
Pope in this definition did go beyond the piain ,vords, 
and indeed so far beyond theln as the subsequent con- 
duct of Pope Boniface VIII. towards King Philip in- 
dicates, still \ve must not overlook the fact that a mere 
intention, even if it may be assumed irom actions to 
have existed, if it is not expressed (especially ,\Then it 
might easily have been expressed), is not to be looked 
upon as a dogmatic definition. 1vloreover, it must not 
be forgotten that Pope Clement V., in an explanation 
\vhich he afterwards tnade on the extension of this 


* Here we have just such a case as Perrone expressly speaks of 
above, at p. 56, calling it omissio dejinitiollis. which he says cannot 
constitute an ex {athed/{
 utterance; thus the positive extent (tra,::- 
'welle) of a definition is to be measured, not by wbat is left unsaid, 
but by what is said. 
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definition, recalled the legitÏ1nate interpretation of the 
Bull to its right proportions; -it- and this interpretation 
probably corresponded ,vith the real intention of 
Pope Boniface VI I I. as far as can be gathered froln 
his acts. t 
For the rest it may be conceded that in this con- 
stitution Ullal1t Sallcta1Jl of Pope Boniface VIII. there 
is a second dogmatic definition, and it is tllis: 'That 
there are not, according to the vain fancy and erro- 
neous teaching of the l\lanichees, t\VO principles.':t: 
This is de fide, since in theology it Sêrves as a sure note 
of a dogn1atic definition \vhen an opposite doctrine is 
branded by the Pope as heretical, as is the case here, 
,v here the doctrine at variance \vith the true doctrine 
is stigmatised as ' heretical.' 


17. The THIRD Proposition of Dr. Schulte is : ' The 
Church is entitled to besto\v and to take a\\'ay every 
temporal sovereignty.' 
(I.) I-lis first proof is taken from the \vords of Pope 
Gregory VII. spoken in a solemn session of a Council 
at Raine in the year 1080. \Vell, what are the ,vords 
\vhich Dr. Schulte brings forward? Our readers ,,,ill 
be astonished to hear. They are a prayer ,,,hich the 


* Vide Ex/ravt1g. Com. c. ii. fiIt'ruit: Do! Privilegiis. 
t It is thereforc carefully to bc nutell, as a mattcr of great import- 
ance, that the renewal and approbation of thc constitution of Boniface 
V I II.'s Bull U1tam S11Ietam, at the eleventh session of the Fifth Lateran 
Council (see Harduin, A eta COl1cil. tom. ix. Paris, 1714. col. 1830), 
took place only after the addition of the declaration of Pope Clement V. 
contained in the afore-n
mcd decreta]. lJláuit. 
f '-Nisi duo (sicut l\Ianichæu5) fingat esse principia, quod falsum 
et hæreticum judicamus.' 
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Pope addresses to the two .ol \ postles, St. Petcr and St. 
Paul, earnestly cntreating theln to exercise the just 
judglnent, ,vhich God has committed to them, on the 
Elnpcror IIenry IV., and so to n1akc l11anifest that in 
very deed they can both take away and can besto\v 
upon this earth cl11pires, king-dolns, principalities, and 
the possessions of allinen, according to the deserts of 
the individua1. And this prayer to the Apostles, 
forsooth, is to be construed into a dogmatic defini- 
tion? To expect that his readers ,,,ill admit that, is 
assuredly to suppose theln to be very deficient in ju
1g- 
ment. 
(2.) lIe continues: ' It is a fact that Gregory \'11. 
did depose King Henry IV., did rei case his subjects 
from their oath of allegiance, anù did install R.udolph 
in his place.' \Vell, that is an action of the Pope,.

 


* As regards both this anù the following points, I must again call 
my reader's attention to the fact that. for greater clearness, I keep the 
two questions quite separate in my explanation, ,iz. first, whether 
the acts and expressions of the Popes ùrought under our notice in Dr. 
Schulte's propos,itions are definitions made by the Pope in his Infal- 
lible teaching office, and therefore to be regarded. according to the 
Vaticar& Council, as Catholic doctrine de fide ,; and, secondly, if this is 
not the case, then' what is to be thought of these acts and expres- 
sions?' Strictly speaking, the first question alone belongs to the 
object of this reply of mine to Dr. Schulte; and if I can prove that no- 
thiï1g that he brings forward belongs to Papal J nfall ibility in the sense 
of the Vatican Council, thea Dr. Schulte's Pamphlet is sufficient]y 
answered. But for the 
ake of my readers who may perhaps be dis- 
quieted on account of these acts and expressions of Popes which Dr. 
Schulte brings inw notice, though they do not reany belong at all to 
th
 Infallible teaching office, and are not subject-matter for the 
faitll of a Catholic, I win not fail t.) direct theif' attention to the lead- 
ing' points of view in order to guide them to a. right juùgment on these 
subjects. 
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but it is not an Infallible definition \vhich a Catholic 
must accept. 
(3.) Again: 'Pope Gregory IX., in the year 1239, 
declares the Eillperor Frederick II. cxcolnillunicated, 
and releases from their oath of allegiance* all who had 
pledged their fidelity to him.' 'VVell, that is a penal 
sentence whereby excommunication, \vith all its lcgiti- 
Inate consequences according to the la \\rs of that 
period, ,vas fulminated on the offender; but it is not a 
definition of faith, it is not an utterance of the Pope 
ex catllcdrâ upon faith or morals at all, as anybody \vho 
,vill open his eyes may sec. 
(4.) The same ans\ver holòs good in regard to the 
deposition of the above-named Emperor Frederick II. 
by Innocent IV. in the year 1245, in \vhich \vere bound 
up the consequences of such a sentence, according to 
,\'hat ,vas the JUS þublicu1Jl COffilllon in those tilnes.t 
(5.) 'Pope Nicholas V. deposed the Antipope 
Felix, (Duke Amadeus of Savoy) in the year 1447, and 
declared all his possessions confiscated, as the posses- 
sions of an anathematised heretic.' t N either is this a 
definition of faith, but an exec\.ltion of the punishment 
,vhich, according to the JUS public1l1Jl COIllmon in those 
times, \vas bound up \vith tl:e Anathema, an execution 


* So in the Bull Qu'o FI idericlIs, in the Bulla,.. RcJm., ed. cit. t. Hi. 
p. 29 2 . 
t So j 1 1'lC Bull Ad Aþostolicæ, in thc Bull,rr. Rom., edit, cit. t. iii. 
p. 300, and in the Acts of the Council of Lyons, I. Session iii.; Itll- 
duin's Acta COIlCil. t. ,"ii. Paris, J7I-t, co!. 381. 
t Raynaldi. Annal. Eccles., ad ann. 1447, n. 18 (t. xviii. p. 338), and 
compare this with ad ann. 1446, ll. 11 (ibid. p. 325). 
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(exccutio) with ,vhich, in this case, the King of France 
,vas charged.* 
(6.) No more is there a dogmatic definition before 
us in the Papal Bull whereby King Henry VIII. of 
England, in the year 1535, ,vas threatened with an cx- 
cOlnmunication, carried into effect in the year 153 8 , 
,yith all its legal consequences, according to the JUS 
þublic.ztIJl COlTIlnOn in those tilnes. tIt is a simple penal 
sentence in the spirit and in the form ,vhich .once "'as 
custolnary, but ,,'hich in ]atcr times fell into disuse. 
(7.\ The same holds good of the penal sentence 
pronounceò upon Queen J':Iizabeth of England by Pope 
})ius V., issued in the rear 157 0 .::: 
N O\V, since all the Bulls here brought for"'ard- 
(3) to {7}-hüve not the faintest trace of being Papal, 
doctrinal, oí de fide definitions, utterances of the Popes 
ex cathcdrâ
' and since they plainly and uncontestably 
belong to an entirely different c1ass of Papa] deliveries, 
it clear1y fo11o\\'s that no one of these is to be regarded 
as an infallible utterance of ropes, and this alone it is 
,,'hich, by the definition of the Vatican Council, a Ca- 
tholic is to believe and obey as part of the G0ctrine of 
the Catholic Church. It is hardly credible that a 
learned Illan like Dr. Schulte should have asserted all 


* C Brachium auxilii 
æcularis Caroli regis Francorum invocandi 
facu1tatem concedimus,' says the Pope to the Archbishop of Aix, to 
whom this despatch is addressed. 
t In the Bull Ejus qui, in the Butlar, .Rom., edit. cit. t, iv. p. 1. p. 
12 5, and so in the Bull Cum Redemþtor, in the Bullar. .Rom., 1. c, p. 
130. 
t In the nun Regnmls i,1 Excelsis, in the Bullar. Rom., cd. cit. t. iv, 
p. iii. P.98. 
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these Bulls to be infallible. Such an assertion is both 
unscientific and contrary to common sense. If, ho\v- 
ever, he has not put fonvard this assertion in earnest, 
\vhy has he piled up all these quotations out of the 
Bulls. he has ransacked, \vhich have really nothing 
,vhatever to do \vith the teaching office of the Pope? 
(8.) Dr. Schulte proceeds \vith another Bull of Pope 
Paul IV., issued in the year 1559,* ,vhich is rightly de- 
scribed in the collection of Papal BuUs under the title 
of 'Rene\val of previous censures and punishments 
against heretics and schismatics, \vith the addition of 
further penalties.' \Vhy, the very title, \vhich gives a 
true account of its contents, is of itself alone enough to 
sho\v everyone \vho reads it, that this Papal delivery is 
not a definition de fide, and cannot, therefore, be an ut- 
terance ex cathcdrâ. And yet Dr. Schulte, in the most 
dec
ded \vay. asserts that it is, saying that' it is directed 
to the \vhole Church, signed by the Cardinals in the 
l110st solemn fOrIl1, so that it is certainly delivered 
ex cathedrâ, (Dr. Schulte's Pamphlet, p. 34).t One can 
hardly believe one's eyes ,,'hen one sees such tnanifestly 
erroneous assertions set forth \vith such an affectation . 
of demonstrated certainty. One really feels sorry for 
Dr. Schulte that he should have made such an enor- 
mous blunder in the sight of everyone \vho knows 


'* VÙ!e the Bull Cum ex Aþos/ola/lIs, in the .Bllilar. Rom., cd. cit. t. 
iv. r i. p. 354. c lnnovatio quaramcumque censurarum et pæuarum 
contra hærcticos ct schismaticos,' &c. 
t It ml.Lst seem quite ridiculous to anyone who has any sort of 
knowledge of the subject to hear a person boldly assert that such and 
such a Papal Bull must be infallible, because it is directed to the 
whole Church and signed by all the Cardinals. 
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anything at all about such 111atters. '[0 us it is beyond 
all question certain, that this Bull is not a definition of 
faith or moral
, not an utterance ex catllcdrtÍ. It is 
simply an outcome of the 
'uprcnle Papal authority as 
legislator, and an instance of his exercising his power 
of punishing; it is not done in the exercise of his 
po\ver as suprelne teacher. I should abuse the patience 
of nlY readers if I ,vere to attempt to prove in detail 
,vhat is Inanifest to all mankind in every line of the 
Bull. \Vho ever ilnagined before Dr. Schulte that the 
Pope ,vas infallible in the province of declaring legal 
pains and penalties? 
Dr. Schulte finds in this Bull various things ,vhich 
he designates by the tenllS 'retllarkable!' 'still lllore 
reillarkable !' , lll0st renlarkable!' until he COllles to the 
epithet' inconceivable!' pp. 34, 35. And indeed it is 
'very remarkable,' nay quite' inconceivable,' that Dr. 
Schulte, ,vho is a canonist, should have so utterly Inis- 
understood the introduction to this Bull, and the sense 
of a passage further on in it, 
 6. I élln conscious I anI 
giving utterance to a grave reproof, and I ll1ust entreat 
IllY reader's patience while I prove it. Dr. Schulte 
finds it ' very remarkable;' he says that 'the election 
of a heretic as Pope is valueless from the first, and is' 
here declared to be null and void.' That is, he says, 
, The Pope and Cardinals assume the possibility of an 
infallible Pope being found deviating from the faith !' 
To set this supposed case in its proper light the 
following remarks may be useful. Pope Paul IV., no 
doubt, supposes the case possible (ho\vever improbable 
it might be) that a man ,vho clings to an heretical doc- 
trine might be chosen Pope, and also that after he has 



9 0 


The True a1ld the False 


mounted the Papal throne, he might still hold hereti.. 
ca1 doctrine, or, even it may be, express it in his in
er- 
course \vith others; not, ho\vever, that he would teach 
the \vhoJe Church this heretical doctrine in an utterance 
of his supreme teac
ling office (ex catllcdraj. Froln 
Inaking such an utterance God Himself, through His 
special assistance, preserves the Pope and the Church. 
If, then, as has been suggested, a man \vere elected Pope 
\vho Inight uphold heretical doctrine (not supposing 
that he could declare 
uch a doctrine to the whole 
Church fonnally as Catholic doctrine de fide, or pre- 
scribe it to be held as such), then ,ve should have the 
case before us for ,vhich Pope })aul IV., in the above- 
named Bull, 
 6, provides, by quashing the election of 
such a Inan to the Papacy, and declaring it 'null and 
void. ' This is one of the cases \v hich theologians mean 
\vhen they say the Pope (h01J10 prz'vatus), as a private 
individual, nlay err in a l11atter of faith; that is, \vhen 
he is considered simply as a man, \vith merely his o,vn 
hUlnan conception of a doctrine of the faith. As Pope, 
as supreIne teacher of the Catholic Church, he cannot 
err, ,vhen, by virtue c
 í:Íle 2.ssistance of God, promised 
and vouchsafed to J<ltl, he solemnly defines a truth re- 
vealed by God, anè pre

ribes it to be held by the U ni- 
versal Church. I
 is clear that there are in the one 
person of the Pope bvo different active po\vers (iVEp- 
YEtalJ .: 6:-5t, the ordinary po\ver of thinking and viewing 
thing
;* and, secondly, the solemn defining po\ver for 



 Of this ordinary faculty, Ballerini, in the passage we have al- 
reaay referred to, says very appropriately: 'Ex quo summi Pontifices 
ad f-'etri sedem promoti sunt, sicut non idcirco exuerunt humanam na- 
t
ram, ita neque humanam agendi et opinandi rationcm deposuerunt.' 
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the \vhole Church. I might illustrate this point b --þè,D,- 
parallel case of a judge \vho has to decide upon a suit. 
In his o\vn private life he may, perhaps, hold and ex- 
press his opinion, and that on very various occasions, 
but in the suit nothing passes for law but his solelnn 
judicial utterance, \vhich, ho\vever, is by no means in- 
fallible. The exalnple, however, will suffice to sho\v 
that a man ,vho is invested with an official position can 
be readily conceived as thinking and speaking as a man, 
on the one hand, and, on the other hand, as an official 
personage in his forensic utterances and acts. 
After l11aking this distinction, plain enough as I 
conceive it to be, the introductory ,vords of this Bull 
will be quite intelligible; ,vhy, that is, the Pope ex- 
presses his conviction ho\v perilous it ,vould be if, 
even in his private life, a Pope \vere to admit an error 
in doctrine, and ,vhat sad confusion ,vould arise if 
the said Pope, as a private individual, ,vere to be guilty 
of heresy, and yet had to put into force penalties 
against heretics, he as Pope, having no judge higher 
than himself. * 
(9.) Dr. Schulte says further on, p. 35 : C It is, more- 
over, quite an ordinary introduction to Bulls to find 
that the Pope is " Lord of the \vorld," at least as far as 
it lies in his \vords and acts to make himself so.' So, for 
instance, says he, ' We find the ex cathcdrâ (!) speak- 


* The question, 'an Papa, si in hæresim incidrt (i.,. as homo þri- 
valus) deponi possit?' has been investigated and answered in different 
ways in former times. The introductory words of the BuJI point to a 
solution of the difficulty in th
 sense of Pope Paul IV.; the real mean. 
ing of the words, however, depends on the right understanding of the 
word redargtli. 
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ing Bull of Leo X. DivÙla dispollClltc, in the eleventh 
session of the Fifth Lateran Council of Dec. 19, 1516, 
says Through the grace of God, Elevated 011 
the high \vatch-towcr of the Apostolate, and placed 
over peoples and lands,' &c. 
I-iere, again, \ve have, according to Dr. Schulte, an 
ex cathcdrd speaking Bull. But \vhat is it about? 
\Vhy, it is really neither Inore nor less than the \\'cll- 
kno\vn Concordat bet\veen Pope Leo X. and King 
Francis 1. of France."^" This is the Concordat \vhich 
for more than t\VO centuries. regulated the relations 
bct\vecn Church and State, and \vhich the kings of 
France themselves have so energetically upheld. And 
pray \vill anyone be so good as to tell me when Con- 
cordats \vere first elevated to the rank of dogmatical 
decisions and utterances of the Pope ex cathcdrâ.'l 
The honour of this discovery rests \,'ith Dr. Schulte. 
But \vill anyone in sober earnest believe that the 
kings of France froln the tÍ1ne of Francis 1., kings.\vho 
have been so jealous of the prerogatives of their crO\VI1, 
a I
ouis XIV., and other equally zealous sticklers for 
the rights of kings, ,,'ould have been likely to be so 
111ightily pleased with a Bull in \vhich, according tc 
I)r. Schulte's vie\v, the Popes \vere called the Lords of 


* To be assurcd of this, we have only t'J look at the words wid 
which the solemn reading of this Bull, in the eleventh session of th( 
Fifth Lateran Council, is introduced. These are the words: 'Post 
modum vero, Rev. Pater D. Maximus, Episcopus Iserniensis, asccn 
dit ambonem et legit sched ulam, in qua {'ontinentur concordattl, CUD 
Christianissimo Rege Fr
ncorum. . Cujus tenor sequitur, et cst talis 
Lco Episcopus, Sf'rvus servorum Dei, etc. Divina disponentc ele 
rnentia,' &c. lIarduin, Acta Concil. t. ix. Paris, 17I.t, co!. 1809. 
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the world? Or ho\v comes it that Dr. Schulte has 
had the good luck to discover so tlange!"ous a doctrine 
in this Bull, which for l110re than two centuries has 
escaped the observation of French kings and learned 
Inen? And now the truth Inust be told that Dr. Seh ulte 
has I11utilated this Bull of a l110st essential pOI tion of its 
introduction; for the real introduction runs as follo\\"s : 
, By the grace of God, t/lrollg/l 'il'/liclt kiJ/g:s 'rule and 
princes CXtTcist' altt/loril}',* (the Pope) elevated on the 
high watch-tower of the .I. \postolate, and over peoples 
and lands,' &c. The ,,"ords ' through ,\"hich kings rule 
and princes exercise authority' (the very exact words 
whereby the tClnporal power of kings and princes is 
expressly acknowledged to be of divine grace), Dr. 
Schulte has thought fit to on1it! I leave it to Iny 
readers to pass their o\\'n j udglnent on such n1 utilations 
and omissions. 
(10.) Finally, in the last passage brought forward 
by Dr. Schulte fro111 a Bull of Pope Sixtus V. in the 
year 1586, he stul11bles on the following ,vords: 'As 
the Roman Pontiff, the successor on the chair of Peter 
and true Vicar of Christ, holds by the divine preordi- 
nation (dÙ'Ùla præordillatiollt'), the crown of the high- 
est Apostolical dignity, and thus is in the place of 
Christ anù of Peter upon earth; so the Cardinals of 
the holy Roman Church stand at the side of the Pope 
upon earth, representing the persons of the holy Apos- 
tles, as they served Christ OHr Lord, \vhen He preached 
the Kingdom of God, and ,vrought out the mystery 


*' 'Divina disponente clementia, per quam reges regnant et prin- 
cipes imperant.' Harduin, Acta CO/lcil, t. ix. Paris, 1714, co!. 1809. 
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of the salvation of Inan.' On this passage he makes 
the follo\ving comInentary: 'The theory is a silnple 
one: the Pope is Peter; the Cardinals arc the Apos- 
tIes; ergo, the Catholic Church is "'holly concentrated 
i:l the ROlllan Church. The Bishops, apart fr0111 the 
six Cardinal Bishops, are l11ere assistants. This, then, 
i:-; the Jneaning of the third chapter of the dogmatic 
constitution of July 18, 1870' (p. 3 6 of Dr. Schulte's 
Pamphlet). 
Strange that it should be no,v near three hundred 
years since Sixtus V. issued his Bull, and that \ve 
Bishops have, during all this tilne, never gained even 
an inkling froll1 this Bull that \ve \vere no longer looked 
upon as the successors of the Apostles, and had been 
degraded to the position of mere assistants! The 
honor of this discovery also rests '\Tith Dr. Schulte. 
He seelns not to be aware that as long ago as the tinle 
of St. Ignatius of .i\ntioch, the immediate disciple of 
the Apostles, that holy Bishop says: 'Strive to do 
everything in union ,vith God, under the presidency of 
the Bishop, ,vho is in the place of God, and ,vith the 
priests, ,vho are in the place of the Council of the 
Apostles.'* If this great and reno,vncd disciple of the 
Apostles thus spoke, then surely tnight Sixtus \T. 
speak as he dil1. !\Ioreover, the Bull of Pope Sixtus 
V. is not a definition d
 fide, not a Papal 11 tterance c,'t: 
cathl'drá,. it is nothing more than a simple RuH for the 


* St. Ignatius, Epist. a.l Illagllu, c. vi. (PallZlIll Afostoli- 
ctJrltl/l Opera, cd. G. Jacobson, (Oxonii, tom. ii. p. 314); so often 
he s?caks in like m3.nner, Epis!. ad Tra!l. c. iii. (ibid. p. 366); 
Epis!. ad Smynz. c. viii. (ibid. r. 430); .Eþist. aJ P!:iladelp. c. Y. (ibid. 
p. 394). 
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organization of the College of Cardinals, settling ho\\' 
1l1al1Y the nUlnber of the Cardinals ought to be, what 
qualifications those ought to have, ,vho are to be taken 
into the high office of Cardinal, and the like.* Surely 
no sensible person ,vill count as one of the doctrines of 
the Catholic Church ho\\r Inany Cardinals there ought 
to be, anù ,vhat should be their qualifications? l\lore- 
over, to quiet all anxiety as to ".hether, frorn this Bull 
of 1586, the Bishops have lost their old privileges and 
their fanner dignity, ,ve may bring fOf\\.ard 'v hat took 
place on April 24, 1870. On that day, in the third 
session of the Vatican Council, Pius IX. uttered the 
de fidl' definition: 'The Bishops of the ,vhole ,vorld, 
gathered together ,vith our authority in the IIoly 
Ghost in this Eculnenical Synod' (they are the Pope's 
own ,yards), 'sit together ,vith us, and give their J'udg- 
11lCnt with us.' Just as ,vas done in the Church of old. 
\Vell, then, froln the year 1586 up to the year I SiO, 
this Bull of Pope Sixtus had not deprived the Bishops 
of anything that belonged to tht.ir most ÌInportant 
rights. There is here, ho,vever, just one point in ,vhich 
I find I can agree ,vith Dr. Schulte-it is \vhere he says 
'that nobody compares a Papal utterance ,vith the 
Gospel;' but then I do so on very different ground 
froln him; my ground being that I atn thoroughly con- 
vinced that there is no man living \vho ,vould utter 
such a do\vnright untheological absurdity as to com- 


*.Sec the Bull in question of Sixtus V., Pos/quam VeruJ, in 
thc Eul/ar. Rom., ed. dt. t. iv. p. iv. p. 279. wherc the C<1ntents of the 
title arc gh'cn as follows: 'Dc S. R.E. Cardinalium creandorum 
præstantia, numero, ordine, ætate et qualitatibus, ct dc optione sex 
Catbedralium Ecclesiarum, quæ Cardinalibus conferuntur." 
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pare a Papal utterance \vith the Gospel. The Gospel 
is, as is the cOlnplete \V ord of God, Ùupirt'd by Him; 
that the Papal definitions dt' .fidt', infallible utterances 
ex catllcdrâ as they are, are in
pired by God, no one 
has ever taught, either in the Vatican CouncH or in 
the Catholic Church. 


18. The FOURTH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 
'The Pope has the fight to besto\v upon Catholic 
rulers lands and peoples ,vho are not Catholic, and 
rulers so 111ade may make theIn slaves.' 
In proof of this he alleges: 'Pope Nicholas V., by 
his Bull Rù1JtallllS Ponti.fex, as regards \Vestern Africa, 
gave full lea\'c to I{ing Alphonsus of Portugal to takc 
possession of all Saracens anJ heathcn, and other ene- 
11lies of Christ, in all those p:lrts, as "'ell as of their 
kir:gdoms, and to make theln their o\vn inheritance,' 
&c. N ow I hope it is, by this tilne, clear that a Bull 
giving o\'cr any temporal property, of any kind what- 
soevcr, is 1Iot a Catholic article of faith; and of its be- 
ing so there is not a trace in the Bulls cited by Dr. 
Schulte dirccted to I{.ing J\lphonsus of Portuga1.* 
Surely any man of ordinary abilities can distinguish 
betwecn an infallible definition of faith and a certain 
course of conduct ,vhicll, at a particular time and un- 
der particular circumstances, seemed proper for the ex- 
tension of the Catholic faith amongst Turks and 
heathen; and this it is, ,vhich the Bulls quoted by Dr. 
Schulte are concerned with. And the case is the Srime 


-it lïdt! Raynaldi. A 1I1ml. Ealu., ad ann. 1443, n. 10-12; also ad 
ann. 1454, n. 8; and the Bull of Nicholas V., Roma1tllS P(Jntzfex, Jan. 
8, 1454, in the Bulla,.. Rom., cd. dt. tom. iCi. p. iii. p. 70. 



Infallibility of the Poþes. 


97 


in respect of all the Bulls quoted by Dr. Schulte under 
this fourth head, as anyone lllay see \vho will be at 
the trouble of carefully reading these Bulls. But per- 
haps son1e of my readers 11lay ask, 'Have the Popes 
really, in the fifteenth century, given away countries 
by virtue of their apostolical plenipotentiary authority? 
To this I reply: It is not \vhat Popes do in the pleni- 
tude of their authority, but ,vhat they defille and teach 
by virtue of their supreme power of teaching in I11at- 
ters of faith, that is an utterance ex eatllêdrâ, and this 
it is \vhich alone belongs to the question in hand. Here 
plainly is nothing ,vhatever about a definition dl
 fide. 


19. The FIFTH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 'The 
Pope can enslave and besto\v a \vay those Christidl1 
subjects \vhose sovereign, or temporal superior, is un- 
der the anathctna of the Pope.' 
It ,vould indeed be dreadful if, together ,,,ith the 
defi nition dl' fide of the Vatican Council, delivered by 
the Infallible teaching au thority of the ROlnan Pontiff, 
this \\'as an article of faith which every Ca 
hoIic, \vho 
hoped to be saved, "'as obliged to believe and obey. 
But if anybody h:15 felt a qualrn on reading this pro- 
position, he n1ay set his fears at rest. The case is not, 
after all, so desperate; it is only one of Dr. Schulte's 
self-invented Catholic de fide doctrines, of \vhich the 
Catholic Church really knows nothing at all; it ,vas 
invented by Dr. Schulte" to horrify people, and to keep 
theln froln giving their assent to the real de fide doc- 
trine on the Infallibility of the Pope in doctrinal 
defi n i tions. This is the proof he gives of his proposi- 
tion : 
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, I t took place, and ,,'as declared by Pope Clement 
V., ,vho in the year 1309, in a quarrel ,vith the Vene- 
tians, excoml11unicated doge, senate, and people, de- 
clared then} deprived of all rights, bade ecclesiastic.; 
refuse to exercise their office except in administering 
baptisl11 and penance for the dying, confiscated all the 
possessions of the Venetians, and preached a crusade 
against them.'-x
 
.l\nybody may see that there is nothing here but a 
penal sentence,t which, however, Dr. Schulte has not 
even taken the trouble to give us correctly, as it is not 
the \vhole people ,vho are excomtnunicated, and there 
is no mention of a crusade. But I 'vill not be at the 
pains to enicr into the correction of 111atters \vhich are 
,,'holly irrelevant. 
A sin1ilar penal enactn1ent of Gregory XI. against 
the Florentines, in the year 1376, \vhich he next l11en- 
tions, belongs just as little to the province of Infalli- 
bility, and the same l1130Y be said of what he says about 
Adrian IV. and Paul III. 


20. The SIXTH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 'The 
ecclesiastical la ""s upon ecclesiastical i n1tnU nity, and 
upall Papal authority, rest upon divine inspiration.' 
This is a very relnarkable proposition. In proof of 
it, Dr. Schulte continues, ' .A.ccordingly, Pope Julius II., 
ill the fourth session of the Fifth Lateran Council, de- 
clares this, in the following words: "] ulius, Bis
lOp, 
ser\'ant of the servants of God, for a future I11enlorial 


* Raynal., A w:a!. E
déS., ad an!!. 1309. n. 6. 
t 'Judiciarium cdictum,' as Raynaldus expressly and very pro- 
perly c311s it, t. xv. p. 43. 
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of this transaction, \vith the consent of the holy Coun- 
cil. Albeit, the dispositions of the holy Canons, of the 
holy Fathers, and Roman Pontiffs, our predecessors, 
and ,vhich have been sanctioned in legitimate* General 
Councils for the defence of the fre
dom of the Church 
and its dignity, and for the protection of the Apostolic 
See, after mature deliberation 111ust be held inviolate 
by all, and their decrees are esteemed unalterable, as if 
they had issued under divine inspiration," &c.' 
Upon this proposition I have three remarks to 
make: first, the passages quoted froln Pope Julius II. 
do not occur in a dogtnatic definition, but in a ' per- 
emptory judicial citatÎon;t and it is going a great \vay 
for a.ay one to say that a judicial citation on a matter 
of discipline is to be regarded a:-; an utterance ex call1e- 
drâ. In the second place, Dr. Schulte ,,'ould have done 


* To these words Dr. Schultc appends the following remark: I In 
generalibus legitimis Conciliis; a remarkable epithet! Are there, 
then, even Gencral Councils which are cnly sham councils?' To 
prevent anyone from being misled by this mischievous suggestive 
question, I estcem it my duty to give the real reason of the word' le- 
ghimis' being added. This wc have plainly shewn us in the Bull of 
Pope Leo X. Pastor Æ!er/l'lls. in the eleventh ::;ession of the Fifth 
Lateran Council. At that time there wag an attempt to favour the 
Pragmatic Sanction Ly assuming the authority of the so-call cd Gene- 
ral Council of Basle, to which title it had no claim after it had becn 
Gisplaced from the rank of General Councils. 
o the Synod of Pisa 
had falsely assumed the title I illcumenicum Generale atque U niversale 
Concilium,' as '''Ie may see in the first session of the Fifth Lateran 
Council (Harduin, Act."t COllcil. t. ix. col. 1585.) For this reason Leo 
X., in the Bull Pastor ÆterliZ/s, already cited, says: 'Nullum infra 
hoc temporis spatium præter hoc Lateranense Concilium legitime 
fuisse cele1:;ratum.' HarJuin, Ada Concil. t. ix. col. 1828 
t · ::\lonitorium contra Pragmaticam et ejus aS5ertores. 1 Hardu:n. 
A eta COllcil. t. ix. col. 16-1-2. 
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,veIl to have quoted, not Inerely the preamble, , Albeit 
the dispositions of the holy Canons are esteemed un- 
alterable,' but also ,,,hat fo11o,vs in the preatnble,* 
\\'herein ,\re are told ho\v far, ncverthel
ss, the Pope is 
authorised to alter them. In the third place, it really 
is too bad that, \vhen in the record quoted it is said, in 
the very \\'ords of the Pope, that the decrees of the 
canons are esteelned as If they ,,,ere issued under divine 
inspiration, Dr. Schulte, in his proposition, should 
omit this v"ery expression, as 
f,t with all its important 
signific(.ltion, sirnply saying, "l'ile la,vs of the Church 
upon ecclesiastical in1ffiunity and on Papal authority 
rest upon divine inspiration,' 


2 I. The SEVFNTII Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 
, The Church has the right to exercise an unconditional 
censure upon all ,vritings.' 
The Bull of Pope Leo X., issued in the tenth s
s- 
"ion of the Fifth Lateran Council, in the year 15 I 5, 
Into' SollicitudiIlCS,+ serves as Dr. Schulte's proof for 
this. 
'[his Bull is silnply a disciplinary Ia\v with a penal 
threat, but is no definition on doctrine; this is clear 
for two reasons. The first reason is, that in the ex- 
press ,,'ords of the enactment in. question the Pope 
says: 'That to restrain the bad results of a rn isusc of 
the invention of printing-a thing so good in itself and 
50 useful-he feels hirnself constrained to adopt certain 


* 'Licet sacrorum canonum instituta . . . Immutabilia censean- 
tnr,' are the words in the original text. 
t German' glcichsam.'- TRANST.ATOR. 
t Harduin, Arta Co::cil. t. ix, co!. 1779- 
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tegulations proper for the purpose' ('l'olcltlcs de oþpor- 
tUIlO super his 1-el1lcdio providcre). This is not the ,yay 
in which the Church utters her solen1n definitions de 
fide. That, ho\vever, this enactrnent, \vhich not the 
Pope alone, but the General Council of Lateran, had 
issued, belongs to the alterable discipline of the Church, 
the rescript of Pope Pius IX. of June 2, 1848, shows; 
in ,vhich ilnportant alterations are adopted in respect 
of this Bull of Pope Leo X. * 


22. The EIGHTH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 
, The Pope has the right to annul State laws, State 
treaties and constitutions, if they appear to hÏ1n dero- 
gatory to the right of the Church and clergy.' 
(I.) In proof of this, he brings the following: ' That 
he has power to annul laws generally is shown and 
maintained in the Bull Pastor Æterllus of Leo X. Dec. 
19, 1516, in the eleventh session .of the Fifth Lateran 
Council, wherein the pragmatic sanction in France \\'as 
rescinded under penalty of the greater excommunica- 
tio1\.' (The pragmatic sanction is a kind of edict de 
religiolle of the fifteent h century.) \Vell,' this is quite 
true, viz. that in this Bull of Leo X. the pragmatic 
sanction ,vas annulled in France, but Dr. Schulte should 
not have kept his readers in ignorance that in this same 
Bull it is said in plain ,vords that the King of France, 
Louis XL, had already previously annulled this same 
praglnatic sanction, t and that after this the Pope took 


* Pii IX. Pont. 
Iax. Acta, pars i. pp. 99-101. 
t For instance. Pope Leo says: ' Nos mature attendentes, Prag- 
maticam Sanctionem a d. m. Ludovico XI., Francorum Rege Chris- 
tianissiæo revocatam. cassatam atql1e abolitäm.' Harduin, Acta Concil 
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from it all its validity on all points, * in an ecclesiasti- 
cal point of vic\v. This puts the matter in quite él dif- 
ferent light, and we Inay ,yell wonder how it came to 
pass that Dr. Schulte, who is so ready to bring before 
us the Acts of this Council, never sa\v this passage in 
then1. I must not forget to add that, irrespective of 
all that has just been said
 there is here no question 
of a definition de fide in the Bull. This anybody can 
see \vithout any remark of mine. 
(2.) The 
econd proof of his proposition, which Dr. 
Schulte introduces after the following fashion, is as 
unfortunate as the first. 'Against one whole category 
of laws subjecting the clergy to the temporal jurisdic- 
tion, or taxing Ch urch property, there are, as is ad- 
tnitted, innumerable Papal statutes, so that it is hard 
to make a selection. Some proofs \vill suffice from the 
so-called BuJl III Cælla Don/Ù/i. t "\V e curse and we 


t. ix, col. 1828. In the same way, Francis I. consents to the revoca- 
tion of the Pragmatic Sanction, as is specially declared in the Con- 
cordat concJ uded between him and the Pope on the day specified, 
Dec. 19, 1516 (Harduin, Act.l Conal. t. iÄ. col. 1812). \Vhoever desires 
to do so may find the curious old French original tcxt of this Concordat 
in Andre's book, Cours d
 Droit Canon, Paris, 1853, t. ii. p. 168, where, 
from pp. 169-170 in the introduction to the Concordat itself, the rc- 
moval of the Pragmatic Sanction by the two French kings, Louis X I. 
and Francis I., is circumstantially narrated. 
* 'Vhy this was necessary Pope Leo X. expJains in his Bull Div"na 
Diston
Jlle, in Harduin, Acttl C01lcil. t. ix. co1. 18B. 
t Bllllll ill Cælu Domini is the name given to that Papal Bull 
which constitutes a kind of ecclesiastical penal statute in differ
nt 
important matters, and which was published in Rome every Jcar 
on Holy Thursday, Feria V.;,z Ca-na Domini, as a proof that it was 
still in force; hence the name. Like all hltman penal laws, it has 
undergone alterations from time to time. The penalty pronounced 
for the particular cases speçified in the Bull was the penalty of ex- 
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damn-Lat. eXCOJll1ilUllz'ca111us ct allatllc1Jlati:;a1Jllts -A'-all 
those \vho lay upon their country ne\v burdens or 
taxes besides those \vhich åre due in equity, or \vhich 
are ilnposed in particular cases by special Papal per- 
mission, all those \vho increase such taxes, or who 
ilnposc new taxes, or \vho seek to revive those already 
forbidden." , 
\Vell, a simple ecclesiastical penalty is not a dog- 
matic definition, and, even if issued by the Pope, is not 
a Papal utterance cx cùthcdrá. 
Does not Dr. Schulte really kno\v that this Bull has 
been cançelled nO\\T for a hundred years and Inore, and 
has ceased to be published on Holy Thursday? 
And does he not kno\v also that Pope Pius IX., in 
his Bull Apostolicæ Sedis lIlo
{:ratiolli, Oct. 12, 1869, 
has expressly declared that from that tilne only cen- 
sures iInposed ipso facto for certain cases were still to 
be held in force, and that all other ecclesiastical penal- 
ties of this kind \vere then revoked? The Pope at the 
same tilne gave his reason of thi
 revocation of penal- 
ties in these ,vords: 'These ecclesiastical penalties, 
\vhich for security of the Church herself, and for the 
rnaintendnce of her discipline, as \vell as for the 
restraint and ilnproveluent of the unbridled license of 


communication. The copy of this ecclesiastical penal statute which 
Dr. Schulte brings forward belongs to the time of Paul V., 1610. It 
is in the Bullar. Rom., t. v. p. iii. p. 393. 
* It deserves to be noticed that Dr. Schulte translates the 
words of the Bull excommuJlictlmliS et anathematizamus, by the 
odious and, at the same time, incorrect formula, 'We curse and 
damn' (Ger. V
ljlllchell tmd 'i./erdal/l1/len), instead of the correct trans- 
lation · We separate from the cern nunion of 
he filithful 
nd lay under 
anathema,' - 
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evil-disposed men, having been at different titnes issued 
\vith the most excellent intentions, have no\v becolne 
very numerous; and a portion of them, from altereù 
tilnes and altered habits of I
ind, having lost the object 
and the reasons for ,vhich they \vere introduced, have 
also lost their fornler usefulness and their applica- 
bility: .;
 
I t is not a particularly happy line of argument that 
has to dra\\F its proofs from the obsolete cancelled Bull 
In Cællfl D01/tilli, in order to dcmonstrate to the \\Forld 
\vhat a Catholic has to believe and to accept, if he 
accepts the definition of the Vatican Council on the 
Infallible teaching office of the ROInan Pontiff. 
(3.) Dr. Schulte's third proof is drawn from the 
fact that Innocent X. in his Bull Zclo DOlllltS Dei of 
the year [648t by virtue of his apostolical plenipoten- 
tiary powcr, åeclared the articles of the Peace of 
'Vestphalia, \"hich \vere displeasing to him, to be null 
and void. First, I have to remark upon this, that the 
Pope Jid not declare the articles in question void as 
simply displeasing to hilllself, but as violations of the 
just rights of a third party. It ,vas the duty of the 
Pope, as Head of the Catholic Church, to protect the 


* & Cum animo 
 ostro jam pridcm revolvcrcmus, ecclesiasticas 
çcnsuras, quæ per modllm latæ scntentiæ ipSOqllC facto incurrcndæ, 
ad inco!umitatcm ac dísciplinam ipsius ecdesiæ tutandam, dfrcncm- 
Rue iJTIprob
rum liccntiam cocrcendam ct emcndandam s:tncte per 
singulas ætates indictæ ct promulgatæ sunt, magnum ad nu
erum 
sensim excrevisse, quasdam ct!a
, temporibus moribusque mutatis, 
a finc atquc causis r oþ qua
 lJT1positæ fuerant, vel a pristina utilitate 
atque opp<?rtuni!ate cxcidissc.' So run the words of Pope Pius IX. 
in the Bull .of Oct. 12, I S( 9. 
t Bullm. .Nom., cd. c:t. 1. ,.i. p. iii. p. 173. 
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rights of the Church in their full extent. For this 
purpose he here Inakes use of all the means afforded 
hilIl by his spiritual office which CirCUlTIstances adnlit 
of his using, such as earnest ret110nstrances, protests, 
r declarations of the infringernent of his rights, and 
also ecclesiastical penalties, especially excommunica- 
tion. It is undeniable that in the Peace of \Vest- 
phalia, as ,veIl as in the acts of the Congress of Vienna in 
later times, the rights of the Church ,vere in many 
ways violated. Against these violations of rights the 
Pope protests before God and before the "TorId. He 
might, indeed, be pretty certain that the protest ,,"ould 
be of little avail, but no fair inquirer ,vill find fault 
with anyone ,vho has been despoiled of his rights for 
raising his voice and crying out aloud before God and 
men :* , This spoliation is invalid; I do not ackno\v- 
ledge it to be just.' A person ,vho so acts is not to be 
branded as a disturber of the peace, and still less 
should be taunted with this \vhen, after having given 
clea:- and ITIanifest proofs of his rights, he showed that, 
in the interests of peace, he made no objection to come 
to terms \vith the despoiler. t 


* In this account there is no sort of contradiction between the 
Pope and the German Bishops, who seemed to sanction the Peace of 
\Vestphalia by a;>pealing to it. The Pope did not reject the whole of 
the treaty of the Peace of \Vestphalia, but only certain articles which 
were breaches of the rights of the Church. To these articles the 
German Bishops made no appeal. 
t This is not the place critically to investigate whether the passage 
to which Dr. Schulte takes objection on this occasion is a purely im- 
aginary fiction or not, viz. that the number' seven' of prince-eJectors 
was established by apostolical sanction. Anyone may see what can 
be said for it in Card. Bdlarmine's De Romall. Pon!if. lib. v. cap. viii. 
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(4.) A further proof is dra""n froln the Austrian 
Concordat, because · in this the I-IoIy See gives its con- 
sent that in certain cases the secular court Inay pro- 
nounce judgment on spiritual matters and persons.' 
It is inconceivable \vhat this can have to do \vith 
the Infallibility of the Pope. ....'\nd \vhy upon earth is 
it to be considered a thing contrary to justice for the 
Pope to give his consent or pennission to a change in 
an existing la\v of the Church? If even this is not 
allo\ved him, then, indeed, is the independence and 
autonolny of the Catholic Church COlne to an end alto- 
gether! A person \vho sanctions this silnply \vishes to 
annihilate the Church. 
(5). The Allocution of Pope Pius IX. June 22, 
1868, after the fundamental State laws-the so-called 
confession la\vs-had been passed in Austria, is here 
brought forward by Dr. Schulte, because these laws 
,vere judged and partially condemned froln an ecclesi- 
astical point of vie\\'o But is it to be considered an 
infallible definition de fide that the Pope has expressed 
his own vie\v of this Inatter? If not, \vhy does Dr. 
Schulte introduce the subject at all? Surely the Pope 
had a right to ask for justice to be done hinl? Surely 
he Inight demand that a solernn concordat should be 
observed, \"hich had been fonnally Inade in all its con- 
stituent parts? And as it \vas not observed, he, in his 
Allocution, protested against, rejected, and pronounced 
invalid, all that \vas contrary to the doctrine and to 
the rights of the Catholic Church; and in particular 
he protested against all that "'as contrary to the treaty 
that had been nladc. At a time \vhen we hear com- 
plaints on all sides of broken treaties, \vhy should \ve 
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take j.t ill of the Pope that he, too, should oppose a 
breach of treaty \vith hilnself by such Ineans as he hall 
at his COlnlnand? 
(6.) Finally, Dr. Schulte rakes together several state- 
Inen ts out of the Syllabus to serve as a proof of this 
proposition. These statements, however, are not given 
as in the \vonls of the Syllabus, but in the fonn \\'hich 
a certain learned theologian has fonnulated the oppo- 
sites of the rejected theses. But granting that this 
theologian is to be highly esteelncù as a learned tnan, 
yet it is a generally received fact in the Catholic 
Church that the fonnulæ of Catholic theologians are 
not definitions dc fide. 
For the rest, Dr. Schulte aSSUlne
 that the Syllabus, 
,vith all its cighty propositions, i:-; one of those Papal 
definitions of doctrine of \vhich the Vatican Council 
speaks in its fourth session. This assunlption he has 
failed to prove. Dr. Schulte assumes it to be so as a 
fact, \"hile the truth of the matter is, that this fact is 
called in question by the gravest theologians. Their 
doubt is founded especially upon this, that the fonn of 
the Syllabus is quite different from that \vhich the Pope 
usually adopts \"hen he delivers a solelnn definition tit' 
fidc. In order to convince hin1sclf of this, Dr. Schulte 
need only peruse the Bull of Leo X. against Luther, 
the Exsurge Do l1l ÙlC, ,vhich he himself adduces as a 
Bull, speaking ex catiu'drâ, p. 27 of his book: or the 
celebrated Bull of Pius VI. A ltctorCJll Fidci, August 28, 
1794.* In these and in similar documents the intention 


* Bullalii Romani COll/Ùtttatio, t. ix. (Romæ, typis Rever. Cameræ 
Apost. 1845), p. 
95, and following. 
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of the Pope is expressed in the 1110st decided manner, 
either at the beginning or at the end, that certain pro- 
positions lnust, by virtue of his supreme apostolical 
power, be regarded as incompatible ,vith the Catholic 
doctrine on faith or 1110rals. N O\V it is true that the 
propositions of the Syllabus are designated * in the 
title of the document as ' Errors of our time ,vhich the 
Holy Fathers have on different occasions denounced;' 
but then it is certain that nlany of the documents in 
,vhich a special error is denounced, and fron1 which the 
propositions are drawn, are not utterances ex cathcdrâ. 
But it may be said, perhaps, that the Pope, by requir- 
ing that the Syllabus should be made kno\vn to the 
"'hole Episcopate, desired to raise all his utterances on 
the errors contained in the Syllabus to the position of 
doctrinal definitions, such as ,vould be, according to the 
definition of the Vatican Council, utterances ex catllt'- 
drâ. This 111any theologians think may be assumed to 
be dou btful, untila fresh declaration is made on the subject 
by the Holy See. For, as the Syllabus stands, neither 
the introduction nor the conclusion is sufficiently cleat 
upon this point. It is true the Bishops had an authen- 
tic announcement 111ade to then1 through a lettcr of the 
Cardinal Secretary that the Syllabus ,vas arranged and 
sent out at the comlnand of the I loly Fath
r, but tlH 
reason for this is given, and it comes to no (TIore thar 
this, that perhaps n1any persons ,vould not be able tc 
tneet \vith the printed documents froln \vhich the pro. 


* The complete title of the Syl1abus is: I Syllabus complecten
 
præcipuos nostræ ætatis errores qui notantur in Allocutionibus Con 
sistorialibus, in Encyc1icis aliisque Aposto1icis litteris, SSe D. 
 
Pii Papæ IX.' 
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positions of the Syllabus are drawn. Certainly in the 
Papal Encyclical Quallta Cura, Dec. 8, 1864, ,vhich ,vas 
prolnulgated \vith the Syllabus, it is said that Pius IX. 
has often raised his voice during his Pontificate against 
the principal errors of our time; but in tbat Encyclical 
there is nothing to sho\v absolutely that the Pope in 
anyone single ,vord thought of the Syllabus. 


23. The NI
TH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 'The 
Pope has the right to reprove .all ternporal sovereigns, 
en1perors, and kings for their misconduct, and on occa- 
sion to punish an offence (ill foro t'xterIlO), as \vell as, 
in the case of a t110rtal sin, to bring it before the spiri- 
tual forull1.' 
In proof of this Dr. Schulte brings t,,'o passages 
from the book of Canon Law \vritten by Popes.* The 
first of these is directed to the Grecian Emperor 
Alexius; the second to the French prelates, and con- 
cerns the l{ing of France. Neither the one nor the 
other of these decretals is a definition de jidt:. No 
trace of a definition occurs therein. In both the Pope 
justifies his conduct to\vards the one and against the 
other of the hvo rulers mentioned, according to the 
point of vie\v common in the JUS publiclUIl of those 
tilnes. 


24. The TENTH Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 
'\Vithout the consent of the Pope no tax or impost 
can be laid upon any cleric or church: 


'* C. Solitæ 6, de 
I. et O. (i. 33). and C. 
ovcll. 13, de J udiciis 
(ii. I). 
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In proof of this Dr. Schulte brings forward a Bull 
of Boniface VII!., \vhich, however, as he adlnits, was 
soon limited by Benedict XL, and after\vards entirely 
cancelled by Clement V. 'But,' he concludes, 'tht; 
Bull In Cælla D01JIÙli took up the Inatter, and in the 
Syllabus it is defined that Popes have never overstep- 
ped the limits of their powcrs.' I have already shown, 
No. 22 (2), that the BulllJl Cælla DOl1zini is no\v no 
longer in force; it is, in fact, entirely revoked. Dr. 
Schulte is thus left quite in the lurch, without the 
shado\v of a reason for his assertion. His relnark, by 
the way, 'In the Syllabus it is defined that Popes have 
never overstepped the limits of their powers,' does not 
help out his tenth proposition, and could only serve to 
strengthen the proof from the Bull III Cælla DOlllilli. 
But as that Bull no longer exists, \vhy, it follows that 
it cannot be strengthened. 
N or can it for a InOlnent be admitted that the Pope 
has defined this in the Syllabus. The general asser- 
tion that the Popes have overstepped the limits of their 
po\vers is, indeed, nlentioneù amongst other errors. 
And the proposition, wherein it is laid to the charge of 
the Popes that they have in gf'lleral oversteppeù the 
lilnits of their powers, is Inost justly condemned as er- 
roneous. But that is a very different thing fro 111 a 
positive dogmatic definition that a Pope never in aJ/Y 
rEspect overstepped the lilnits of his powcr. 


25. The ELEVE
TH Proposition of Dr. S
hulte i
: 
'The Pope has the right to nullify the oath of alle- 
giance taken to sovereigns whom he has cxcolnInuni- 
cated, and to forbid his subjècts to obey him or his laws.' 
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In proof of this he brings forward the previously- 
mentioned Bulls of Gregory IX., Innocent I V., Paul 
IlL, and Pius V. Since, however, as I have already 
ShO\Vll, no one of these Bulls is a definition dt' fidc, 
not an utterance ex catllcdrá, they do not belong to 
the subject in hand, and can constitute no proof that 
anyone is obliged to receive the above-p..amed pro- 
position as a Catholic doctrine dt: fidi'. 


26. The T\YELFTII Proposition of Dr. Schulte is: 
C The Pope can deprive excoI1l1nunicace persons of all 
their social rights, and in particular can dissolve their 


. , 
marnages. 
(1.) The first proof of this is: 'Innocent IV. in his 
Bull Czan ad'l'CI SlIS of Oct. 3 [, 1243,* confinns the laws 
of the Eillperor Frederick II. by accepting them. 
These laws conùen111 those guilty of heresy to the 
punishment of death at the stake; so in his Bull Ad 
cxtirpallda of l\lay 15, 1243,t there follo\vs a long ]ist 
of punislllnents against heretics.' Here Dr. Schulte 
himself relieves me of the trouble of proving that 
there is here no definition de fide, no Papal utterances 
. 
ex cat/lcdI'd, by saying that 'the Pope only confirnleù 
in the first of the rescripts, just mentioned, the pe!1 al - 
ties declared by Frederick II. against heretics.' This 
is the fact. And nothing could be a clearer proof than 
this, that there is no question in these rescripts of a 
definition on faith or morals; for I fancy every- 
body knows no\v that itnperial penal la\vs are not the 


'* Bttll.rr. Rom. ed. cÏt. t. iii. p. 29S. 
t But/ar. Rom. ed. cit. t. iii. p. 324 ; where, however, this Bun bears 
date Mar I5, 1252. 
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place to seek for or to finù Catholic doctrinal proposi- 
tions. It ought to be Inentioned, tnoreover, that this 
confirmation of the Pope was not issued for the ,yhole 
Church, but expressly only for Lonlbardy, the l\Iarches 
of Treviso, and the Romagna. Dr. Schulte's second 
Bull, that of Innocent IV., is ,vholly irrelevan t as a 
doglnatic definition. I t is designated sÏ1nply a IJ. W, 
and nothing Inore. I f I alTI asked the reason of thL; 
statclllent, I point silnply to the ,yarding of th
 Bul!, 
,,'hich consists of thirty-eight paragraphs, cach of 
\\' hich is notcd do\\-n as 'Lex; \vith the ciphering 
, Lex I,' 'L,cx
,' · I..,ex 3,' &c. Surely this is suffi- 
cicnt proof. ::\Iorcovcr, this cnactnlent is expressly 
lin1iteù by thc Pope to LOlnbardy, the Romagna, anù 
the 
Iarches of Treviso. It really is difficult to char- 
acterise as it deserves such a Blode of treating the 
subject under consideration. Dr. Schulte recklessl) 
brings forward as infallible, anù therefore unalterablt. 
definitions of doctrine issued for the \vhole Church, la\v
 
of Popes expressly n1adc for particular occasions. Th( 
penal laws of the Popes against heretics, he has pilec 
together in his notes, have nothing ,vhatever to de 
,,,ith unalterable definitions of 
loctrine, but arc ex 
atnples of the spirit of the age in \vhich they ,vcr, 
passed, and of a discipline subject to chang
, bu t thc
 
in no ,vay belong to the I n fallibility of the Pope. 
(2.) As a further proof of his proposition, he men 
tions the Rull of Paul 1\"., CUlIl qllorlllldaJJl, o' 
.l\ug.7, 1555,* in ,vhich Bull those several penaltie 
,vhich arc usually pronounced only against relapse. 



:- Bullar. R01ll. cd. cit. 1. i'.-. p. i. p. 322. 
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heretics arc pronounced also against those \vho deny 
certain specially nalned truths of the C,-ltholic faith, as 
the doctrine of the IIoly Trinity, the Divinity of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, &c. In his Bull there is no defini- 
tion de }ide, nothing but a. silnple penal la\y against 
certain persons ,vho denied particular truths of the 
Christian faith \vhich had been defined long ago. 
Here Dr. Schulte pennits himself to digress into a 
violent sally on the subject of the irregularity .:
 \vhich, 
according to the ecclesiastical laws, is incurred by those 
".ho pronounce sentence of death, or those \vho carry 
the sentence into execution, and the different treat- 
ment ,yhich the Church adopts towards those ,,,ho þass 
a la'iv declaring the sentence of death for certain 
offences, and the judge \\'ho COJldl'1J111S to death in virtue 
of that la\\r. \\lIen he here calls the Church's action 
'a fiction to stiHc the conscience,' and nicknames it 
, Pharisaism,' he \vrites ,vithout kno\\'ing ,,,hat he \\Tites 
about. The irregularity spoken of is not ex delicto, 
but ex dl:fixtu / it is not incurred because the person 
"rho pronounces a just judgment has COlll111itted any sin 
,vhich might burden his conscience. It is only in case 
of a man com 111 itting sin that the reproach of ' stifling 
the conscience' has any meaning, or that the \yord 
, Pharisaisln ' is at all applicable. Irregularity ex de- 
fectu lCllitatz's \vas introduced by the Church, because 
the Church did not think it a proper or seemly thing 
that one \vho, even in the most just manner, had been 
brought into immediate contact \vith the death of a 


* The word' irregularity' is known to theologians as a technical 
word, denoting an impediment as regards ordination or the exercise 
of the sacred ministry. 
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hurnan being, be it by the condetnnation of him, or by 
the execution of the sentence, should receive or exer- 
cise the office of Holy Orders. Ho\v far this respect 
for the dignity of the clerical office should be extended 
depends upon considerations \vhich have nothing to do 
\\.ith sin. 
(3:) Finally, as his last reason, Dr. Schulte brings 
forward, ' The conduct of Pope Urban V. to,vards Ber- 
nard Visconti, Duke of 1Iilan, in the year 1363. As 
thc Inatter is pictured to us by historians, he ordered 
his condcfi111ation to be published, ".hereby he declared 
hin1 a heretic, infidel, and schisInatic, anathematised 
by the Church; he freed his subjects frOln their oath 
of allegiance, and his ,vife as a Christian from her mar- 
riage contract ,vith a Inan ,vho ,vas a heretic and an 
infidel. ' 
Here ,ve have before us, as Dr. Schulte hiIllself 
says, only a sentence of condemnation against a prince 
\vho \vas deserving of punisll111ent, not a definition de 
fide. Surely he is not going to l11ake all judicial sen- 
tcnces which the Popes have pronounced for 111any 
hundred years past do duty as utterances ex cathcdrá .9 
In this case such decisions ,,,ouId be innumerable. 
Canonist as he is, he cannot mean to assert this 
in sober earnest. Besides, ,ve may justly denland 
that the exact ,,'ords of the sentence should be pro- 
duced, in ,vhich the Pope, contrary to thc clear and 
express directions of the ecclesiastical la\v, dissolved 
the marriage tie on account of heresy. \Vithout this 
,,'c cannot consider so grave an accusation against a 
Pope. I nstead of this sentence ,ve ha\"e only the 
casual ,vords of a latc historian, Spondanus, and \ve 
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arc not told whether he ever really sa\v the 
Jlf), - ( 
hilTIself, or only reported it second-hand. It ,voul e 
waste of tilne to enter upon an exposition of the true 
lneaning of a judicial sentence \vhen the \vords used 
are of so much importance, and ,vhen ,ve do not kno\v 
\\.hat those \vords \vere. * 
In Raynaldi's great ,vork mention is indeed n1ade 
of the tenns of this sentence, but the \vords respect- 
ing the dissolution of the marriage tie do not occur 
there.t 
27. Finally, the THIRTEEXTH Proposition of Dr. 
Schulte is: 'The Pope can release froIn an obligation 
(as of oath and va\\') both before and after the oath or 
vow has been taken. 
'Proveò,' he says, 'by the Privi!egÙull \vhich 
Clement V. gave to King John of France and his C011- 
sort, and to all his successors, that all and everyone 
of their father confessors, \\"hether secular or regular, 
lnight dissolve and cOlntnute, for ,yorks of piety, all 
vows \vhich they have already taken, and all \vhich 
either they or their successors might take in future,::: 


* In this uncertainty about the passage on which the proof is 
based thcre can be no real question of a contradiction between the 
penal sentence of Urban V., in the year 1363, and the later dogmatic 
definition of the Council of Trent in the year 1563: and thus the 
scornful remark of Dr. Schulte comes to nothing. His remark 
s on 
p. 50 of his Pamphlet: 'Thus it follows that Urban V., with the con. 
sent and in the presence of the College of Cardinals and of the Roman 
Church, passed a fearfully solemn act against a proposition de fide. 
How, in the face of such an instance as this, can people plume them- 
selves on their invention of the phrase ex cathedrâ I' 
t Raynaldi, Al11lal. Eccles. ad ann. 1363, P.. 2, t. xvi. p. 423. 
t Here follow three exceptions, which I omit for brevity's sake. 
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as \\.ell as all oaths ,vhich they had already taken, or 
,vhich they' or their successors lI1ight hereafter take, 
and change theln into ,yorks of piety.' But no one 
says that Papal Privilegia* arc infallible definitions de 
fidi'. And if they are not this, then they do not belong 
to the Inatter on hand. Faculties to commute vows 
in to other \\.orks of piety are still reserved to the }J ope . 
As regards oaths ;-in the case of an oath by \\'hich a 
proInise is confirmed, \vhere the oath ought not to he 
kept, but \\"here the person, to wholn s0I11ething has 
been pronìiseù on oath, insists on the fulfihnent of the 
prol11ise, there a Catholic has the option of referring 
the decision either to the Pope, or to his father con- 
fessor, or he Inay decide for hilnself \vhether this is 
really a case in \\'hich obligation to stand by the oath 
ceases. Should a case occur in ".hich the obligation to 
the observance of an oath ceases, as for instance \Vhell 
its observance ,,'ould lead to the violation of some 
moral duty, then it ,vould be unadvisable to leave the 
decision to the person hilnself ,vho has 111ade the oath, 
as he often has an interest in the dissolution of the 
oath.t For the rest, it is to be observed that the 
I.J ope , in granting this privilege to the confessor so 
chosen, does not give an unlimited po\ver to COlnInute 
vows and oaths into ,,"orks of piety, as Dr. Schulte 


* 'Privilegia qua-dam regibus Franciæ impertita,' in Ð'Achery's 
Spicilegitlm, Paris, 1723, is the correct title of a long list of such docu- 
ments as we now call faculties received from the Pope. They are 
dispensations from fasting, indulgences, permissions respecting 
)Iasses, absolution
 Ù, for,} extenzo, &c. 
t ..\ nd this is why such an oath is referred to the Pope, because he 
is an impartial judge.-TRANSLATOR. 


, 
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asserts, but only vows and oaths \yhich a person cannot 
observe, according as the confessors for the time being 
judge to be desirabl-e for the good of the souls intrusted 
to thenl.
' This last part of the doculnent Dr. Schulte 
has entirely oInitted. That, nloreover, this faculty. 
should be exercised on such VO\VS and oaths as \vere 
not yet in existence at the tiIne of the grant of the 
privilege is just as natural as that, \vhen a Bishop no\\'- 
adays gives a priest po\ver to absolve from sins for a 
period of four years, he should not lilnit this po\yer of 
absolving to sins which have already been COI111nittcd, 
but should give po\\'er to absolve sins \\' hich, in the 
course of one, t\\'o, or three years, Inay hereafter be 
comInitted and confessed. 
The exan1ple adduced by Dr. Schulte of the I1ttlli- 
fication of an oath by Paul IV., A.D. 1555, will serve 
as confinnation of the explanation I hav
 given: 'the 
Pope,' he says, ' in the case of unla\yful oath expresses 
his \\'ill to release the ctnperor, and declare hiIn free 
from his obligation.'t But a release from an oath, 
,vhich the Pope has thought gooù to make in a par- 
ticular case, has never yet been regarded by any one as 
an i 11 fallible u tteran ce cx catllcdrâ. 
\Ve have no\v arrived at the conclusion of Dr. 
Schulte's alleged Papal d
ctrinal propositions and acts. 


* , Prout secundum Deum et animarum vestrarum et eorum saluti 
viderit expedire.' 
t It should here be noticed tha.t the a.uthority for this mere oral 
utterance of the Pope, BLovius, (Annal" Eccles. a.d ann. 1555, IJ. 36, 
Coloniæ, 16....0, t. xx. p. 306) docs not mention the record from which 
he drew his information; so this þresumed Papal utterance is of a 
somewhat imaginary character. 
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The result of the \vhole investigation has been that 
the passages \vhich he has brought forward as his 
proofs are not such expressions as are to be regarded 
as utterances ex cathcdrá J that is as infallible defini- 
tions on the Catholic faith or Inora!s.* Accordingly a 
Catholic ,vho accepts on faith, in accordance \vith his 
obligation, the definition de fide of the Vatican Coun- 
cil on the Infallible teaching office of the Ronlan Pon- 
tiff, is in no ,yay obliged to believe these thirteen 
propositions, ,vhich I have given \vord for ,vord from 
his \york, to be infallible utterances. 


* The Bull UI/alll Salle/am alone forms an exception to this state- 
ment, but not even that Bull is an exception in its full extent, as Dr. 
Schulte asserts, See above 1 no. 16, 
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CIIAPTER III. 


Second Part. 


RELATION OF POPES TO THE STATE-LA'V.-TREAT- 
MEKT OF HERETICS. * 


28. OUR task as regards the principal question is now 
discharged. But as, for the quieting of 111y reader's 
conscience and to enable hin1 to see his duty clearly, I 
undertook to discuss not the principal question only- 
,,"hether a Catholic in accepting the Vatican definition 
is in reality bound to accept these thirteen propositions 
as articles of faith-but also to exalnine any other in- 
cidental questions \vhich l11ight arise out of the expres- 
sions and doings of Popes to \vhich our attention has 
been directed, I \vill no\v briefly discuss this second 
question. It resolves itself into two heads, to ,vhich 
these Papal expressions and acts refer: first, 'the re- 
lation of Popes to the State;' and secondly, 'their 
treatn1ent of heretics.' N o\V as regards the relation 
of Popes to the State \ve must bear in mind that all the 
expressions and acts of the Popes to\vards the State 
which have been mentioned in the principal proposi- 
tions occur in the period from the eleventh to the six- 
teenth century. Hence it follo\vs: 
(I.) The JUS public1t111, as it was then laid do,vn 


* Translator's heading. 
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and acknowledged, Inust be accepted as furnishing us 
\vith the means of fonning a right judglnent of the 
precedents \vhich took place in this period. 
(2.) This JUS publicUJii.J \vas founded upon the gen- 
eral understanding, then prevalent, that European 
Christendoln ,vas based on the principles of the Cath- 
olic religion and derived its stability from it.- 
(3.) Accordingly, a Inan \\'ho did not belong to the 
Catholic Church could hold po position in public life. 
(4.) Everyone ,\'ho is invested ,yith any public 
office ,vas oblig
ù to direct his life according to the 
doctrines and principles of the Catholic religion. 
(5.) If he did not do this, he fell under the penal 
authority of the Church and of the State. 
(6.) 1'he penal authority of the Church ,vas, in its 
suprelne instance, exercised by the Popes, \\"ho being 
independent, did justice fearlessly, even against the 
great and nlighty of this world. 
(7.) Nor Blust it here be left out of consideration 
,,'hat an Ï1nportant influence the laws of the old Ro- 
man Eillpire, Justinian's code, and the' N ovel1æ ' exer- 
cised in the \Yest, and ho\v Blany and what iInportant 
rights [' jura '] \vere conceded to the Church by nlcan
 
of these old Roman statutes. * 


* ride Savigny's lli.rtory of thl' Roman Law ill the lJIiddlc Agc
 
2d eòit. vol. iii., Heidelberg, 1834. p. 87, where he says: 'As far Lac! 
as from the times ofChar1emagne it had been the custom to look upo 
a large portion of the European nations and states as in one Ja
tin 
al1iance, :md to assume a solidarity e\"en in, ir might be, thar spec!; 
thing which distinguished them one from anmher. In this langc 0 
matters common to all were comprised c, The Impt:rial Power ,. A. Th 
Roman Catholic rl1Urch Constitution," "The Clerical State," U T': 
Latin, the language of all social transactions;" and under this cate 
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(8.) Nothing can give plainer evidence of the pre- 
vailing opinion in those tÍtnes \vith regard to the 
Jus þublzcztlll in social life than the fact that kings 
again and again had recourse to the Popes to obtain 
thcir judglnent on a Inatter.* Had this practice not 
been grounded in the 'Jus þublicltllt of the tin1c, the 
Elnperor Frederick II. \vould never have undertaken 
to defend hin1self at the first general council of Lyons 
before Innocent IV., through his plenipotentiary an1- 
bassador, in order to escape the Pope's conden1nation. 
This sho\vs ho\v fully he recognized the Pope's right. 
(9.) According as this great family of nations 
brought out in different \vays its internal conviction 
that its social life rested on a Catholic foundation, and 
must be penetrated through and through and guided 
by the Catholic truth, so it considered it its duty to 
spread every\vhere the kno,vledge of the Christian 
Catholic religion. 
(ro.) Temporal dominion ,vas undoubtedly every- 
where recognised as ordained by God.t 


gory fell also "The Roman Statute Law," which was considered not 
as the special law of any Roman province nor even as the private law 
of any particular State, but as the C011l11l01t Christiall European law.' 
.::- The decretal of Pope Innocent III. may serve as an example of 
this, in cap. 13, Novell. De J udiciis, whence we see that the King of 
England cited the King of France before the Pope in crdcr to have 
right done to him. Vide ålso c. 15, De Foro Compet
nti, ii. 2. 
t Pope Innocent III. in his decretal, Solitæ, c. 6, De 1\1. et 0., i. 33, 
5ays this expressly in the following words: 'Ad firmamentum igitur 
:æli, hoc est, universalis ecclesiæ fecit Deus duo magna luminaria, id 

st, duas instituit dignitatcs, quæ sunt Pontificahs auctoritas et regalis 
.)otestas.' This may serve as a confutation of Dr. Schulte's false propo- 
;ition, as though the Popes had taught' the temporal power is from 
he wicked one.' P. 29 óf his work. 
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These, then, ,,'e find to be (I) the generally received 
vie\vs of la,v (jus) in that period, but these vie,vs are in 
no sense (2) Papal definitions of faith made for all pe- 
riods till the end of titne. 
These two things, then, must be kept quite distinct. 
Here I am going to take the liberty to introduce a 
passage \vhich bears upon this subject froln an histori- 
cal ,york of one of our most celebrated Getman authors, 
,vhich ,,,ill, I think, tend to thro\v light on our subject, 
and enable us to see it in its true proportions. The 
,,'riter is Frederick Hurter. In his history of Innocent 
111., having Inade a thorough investigation of the 
records of that tin1e, he says: 'The Church ,vas the 
source of all higher social life in the human race; 
hence in her there \vas safety, outside of her there ,vas 
no safety. In her l11ission, \vhich \vas to include the 
,,,hole ,vorId, in order to bring all people of the earth 
to the know ledge and adoration of the true God, he 
,vho ,,'as at the head of the Church \,'as cotl1pelled, as 
his Inost sacred obligation, to bring into her dOl11inion 
those ,vl
o \vere afar off, to reOlove those ,vho had 
separated fronl her, and so had to consider that the 
gain of those ,vho entered into the great hospice of sal- 
vation \vas of l110re importance to then1selves than to 
the Church.' (Book II.) 
Again: 'The Church secured the Etl1pirc against 
that absolutism ,vhich ,vill not endure by its side any 
la\v but its own. The veneration of the En1pire for the 
Church procured that universal recognition of her in 
all countries, ,vithout \vhich Christendotl1 \vould havE 
been abandoned to the separatist influence of iòeas 
customs, and inclinations of peoples, and split asundeJ 
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into ever so tnany sects, or perhaps have bccon1c the 
property of a school. But so (by this mutual support) 
it formed itself into that bond of union \vhich eillbraced 
the nations, \vhich sustained their social life, proilloted 
civilisation, and maintained the spiritual rights of all, 
and enabled the Christian 'Vest, as one \\"hole in living 
faith, to sustain the shock of the l\Iahotlletan East, 
\vhich "ras contending ,vith it for the empire of the 
,,"orld in all the fresh vigour of a doctrine kindled by 
hunlan passion.' (Book II.) 
Again: 'There lay in Christendotll for all its vota- 
rics a uniting and a binding po,ver. The rights of all 
\verc put under its protection, the duties of all \vere 
Inarked out and consecrated by it.. lIe ,vho stood at 
the head of the great Christian cOlllmunity had to pro- 
tect some, and yet to be n1indful of others. 
{- And thus 
there ,vas founded a ,vorld-government ,vhich gave due 
honor to each la,vful authority 'v hen 1110ving in its 
o\vn proper sphere.' 
Again: 'If ever the dream of a universal peace is 
to be realised, it can only be possible by the general 
ackno\vledgnlent of some one spiritual po\ver, raised 
above all others, to investigate and smooth the ,yay in 
the strifes of kings and peoples, to tnediate and to ad- 


* This passage recalls 'the words of a French philosopher which 
may interest our readcrs: 'Est-ce un si grand mal de rappeler aux 
princes mêmes leurs devoirs et les droits des nations lorsqu'ils les 
oublient? Qui récla31era donc en faveur des peuples, si Ia religion, 
cette seule et unique b,,\rrière, qui nous reste contrc Ie despotisme et 
Ie désordre, se tait? N'est pas à elle à parler, Iorsquc les 10is gardent 
Ie silence? Qui enseignera la justice, si la religion ne dit rien? Qui 
vengera lcs mæurs, si la religion est muette? En un mot, de quoi 
servira Ia religion, si cUe ne sert à réprimer Ie crime? · 
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just; and \vhen that king or nation shall be treated as 
the con1lnon enen1Y, \vho, trusting in his own strength, 
shall refuse to ackno\vledge the decisions of this su- 
pren1c spiritual po\ver.' (Book XX. H urterts History 
of Innoccnt 111.) 


29. In close connection ,vith this stands the treat- 
Inent of heretics in that period. 
The Catholic Church and heresy are, in their o\vn 
nature, and in the Inind of the Church, antagonistic as 
tru th and error. 
I mean, in the mutual relation they hold one to the 
other as regards the inner sclf of both the one and the 
other. 
Externally, ho,vever, ,ve find that in the course of 
centuries the Church has adopted a very different con- 
duct to\vards heretics, according to the different cir- 
CUlnstances in \vhich she has been placed in her inter- 
course ,vith the ,vorld. 
Thus \,PC lnay distinguish four diffêrent periods. 
The' First Period' reaches froln the comlnence!nent 
of the Christian era to the first decade of the fourth 
century. I)uring this tilne, in treating \vith heretics, 
Christians acted according to the ,vords and cxalnples 
of the Apostles. \Vhat this ,vay \vas, the Apostle 
Paul told the faithful: 'r\ lnan that is a heretic, after 
the first and second adlnonition avoid, kno\ving that he 
that is such an one is subverted and sinncth, being 
condemned by his own judgtnent' (Titus iii. 10, I I). 
And the Apostle] ohl1 says: 'If any nlan come to you 
and bring not this doctrin"e, receive hitn not into your 
house, nor say to hÏ111, God speed you' (2 John v. 10). 
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This is the \vay in \vhich the early Catholics protected 
themselves frot11 heretics; they excluded then1 frOtIl 
their .colTIlTIUnion, and in SOlllC cases, even broke off 
interèourse \vith them in order that they nlight not be 
corru pted by their errors. 
The 4; Seconù Period' begins \vith the First Council 
of N icæa, .\.D. 325, at \v hich tilTIC the Christian rulers 
of the Roman Empire sent the principal tcachers of er- 
ror into banishnlent

 frotn political r
asons, and in or- 
der to prevent their doing Inischief, because there \vas 
good reasons for considering them disturbers of the 
public peace; and severe fines and other punislunents 
,vere imposed on those ,vho \vere the disciples of their 
errors. This period lasted for sotne centuries, as long 
a
 the Roman la\v ,vas in force. 
In thé 'Third Period,' that of the l\Iiddle Ages. 
rulers ,vent farther; fines ,vcre not only follo\ved by 
confiscation of goods, but even capital punislltnent or 
imprisonrnent for life ,vas pronounced against heretics, 
and this by the imperial laws of the Elnperor Fredc- 
rick II.t and other emperors; to these la".s the Popes 
were a party, as Leo X.+ expressly testifies. ...\t that 
time, people looked upon heresy as a breach of the 
itnperialla\v, to be punished ,vith the loss of honour, 


* In this _way Arius, and t!lc few Bishops who had voted against 
the majority of 318, in the definiÜo
 of faith made at that Council, 
were sent into banishment by the Emperor Constantine, 
3 was al
o, 
later on, 
estorius: see Sozom. His!. Feel. lib, i. c. xx. xxi. ; Philo- 
storgii. .lIist. Ere!. lib. i. n. 9, 10; Evagrii fIis!. Err!. lib. i. c. vii. ed. 
Vales; Cod. Theodos. De .lIll'Y(:ticis (xvi. 5), 1. 13, 14, 19, 30, 3 1 , 3 2 , 33, 
34, 45. 52, 5
, 64, ed. Ritter, t. vi. p. i. Lipsiæ, 1743. 
t Vide Pertz, lIIoll. Germ. Le,:;1l11l, t ii. pp. 287, 288. 
t Vide Bull E
su1"ge DomÙte, Bullqr. Rom. t. iii. p. 48
. 
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forfeiture of goods, deprivation of civil rights, &c. 
Testinlony of this is expressly given by Frederick 11., 
'v ho declares that in punishing heretics, he \vas but ex- 
ercising his o\vn temporal po\ver, \vholly independently, 
and \vas not acting under the influence of any spiritual 
authority. The reason the emperor gives for inflicting 
such heavy penalties \vas because it ,vas a greater 
breach of the la\v to offend against the Divine l\Iajesty 
thaa against any earthly majesty. This ,vas the general 
,yay of vie\ving men's public social relations at that 
tÌIne. This Period lasted till ,veIl on into the sixteenth 
century. 
The' Fourth Period,' ,vhic
 has been running its 
course up to the present titne frotn the seventeenth 
century, did a\vay \vith those penal enactments ,vhich 
had been passed under very different circumstances
 as 
the reasons ,vhich had led to their being enacted, and 
the principles on \\'hich they rested, ,vere no longer in 
force since the establishment of Protestant States in 
Europe. This is the period in \vhich ,ve lneet \vith 
only protests or the reservation of rights, \vhen, that is, 
the rights of the Church, \vhether divine, or legal, or 
accruing to her frotn contract, were violated in favour 
of heretics. 



Injallibilzïy of the Popes. 


12 7 


CH1\PTER IV. 


'PLEAS DEVISED TO QUIET THE CONSCIENCE, AND 
THEIR CONFUTATION.'* 


30. IT is in this section of his Pamphlet that Dr. 
Schulte sho\vs us most clearly that the position in \vhich 
he places himself \vith regard to the Vatican definition 
is the very reverse of mine. I will endeavor to point 
out the contrast. 
We both begin by taking for granted that the \vhole 
controversy originates in the de fide definition of the 
Vatican Council, on the Infallible teaching office of the 
Roman Pontiff. Out of this definition he deduces the 
following proposition, \vhich, however, he oluits to de- 
fine more accurately: 'What the Popes have declared 
to be the doctrine of the Church, that is true, and must 
be believed and follo\ved in practice by all Catholics.' 
To this he appends a long list of Papal declarations 
drawn from doculnents of the most different kind- 
briefs, la\vs, concordats, citations, penal judgments, &c. 
Of these documents he asserts that, if a person re- 
w ceives the Vatican definition they must, one and all, 


* It must not be forgctten that Bishop Fessler places at the head 
of his chapters the titles of the very chapters of Dr. Schulte which he 
refutes. The' Pleas' here spoken of are the replies supposed to be 
made by the Ultramontane defenders of Infallibility, not Fessler him- 
self, to the view

e.-TRANSLATOR. 
/f/j
.I\IAR)-
\ 



128 


The True aJld the False 


be regarded by hin1 as Papal definitions, lnust .be be.. 
lieved in and follo\ved in practice: 
The reply, that this is an incorrect statement, and 
that, in stating his proposition so generally, he has 
started \vith an error, \vhich has led hiin into further 
erroneous assertions and conclusions, he turns aside by 
saying, that' such pleas are merely devised to quiet the 
. . 
conSCIence. . 
This, then, is his position. 
:ß-line, ho\vever, has been: (1) To lay plainly before 
Iny readers the Definition; (2) to \veigh carefully its 
\vording and its sense; and (3) to give my reflections 
upon it; and I say that these reflections sho\v us 
plainly that the utterances of thc Pope are to be rc- 
ceived as infallible definitions only under certain con.. 
ditions, and that these conditions have been exactly 
specified in the Vatican Council itself. 
Dr. Schulte, in presenting for our consideration nu- 
merous Papal expressions and Papal doings \vhich he 
himself regards as so many infallible utterances, has en- 
abled us to see that, \\.ith one single exception, * the 
conditions ,vhich the Vatican Council has declared to 
bc requisite for an infallible definition, are not to be 
found in these documents \vhich he parades before us, 
and therefore that all the Papal expressions and Papal 
acts, therein spoken of, cannot, according to the Vati- 
can definition, come into the class of infallible Papal 
definitions. 
This I consider that I have òelnonstrated, and I am 
compelled to say, that ,,,hat Dr. Schulte really Inean
 


* Part of the Bull l/nam Sane/am. 
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by the. tern1 ' pIcas devised to quiet the conscience,' is 
the true and essclltiallneaning of the definition of the 
Vatican Council, and this is of itself sufficiently re- 
mar1{able. By using this tenn he refuses to alIo\v the 
validity of those essential restrictions by \vhich the In- 
fallibility of the Pope is limited, as it is necessary it 
should be, in order that the true Catholic doctrine on 
faith and Inorals Inay be preserved in its purity. 
Such a proceeding on the part of a learned Catho- 
lic professor Blust meet \vith the Inost decided con- 
demnation of the \vhole Catholic Church. Ho\v can a 
Inan, \vho lays clailn to the nalne of Catholic, venture 
to say of a definition of an Ecumenical Council, that its 
essential restrictions are lTIere 'pleas to quiet the con- 
scien ce ' ? 
3 I. As the first of these 'plea
 to quiet the con- 
science,' Dr. Schulte brings for\vard the distinction 
\vhich has been dra\vn bet\veen the Pope acting as a 
prz'7 J ate þerson, but not as POþe, and that it is adInitted 
that he may possibly, as a private person, have erred 
in cOlnmanding, or in directing by law, something \vhich 
cannot be justified. 
Here I lTIUst remark first, that no one really has 
the folly to assert, as Dr. Schulte lays to the charge 
of the advocates of Papal Infallibility, that they say, 
I The Pope may, as a private person, have commanded, 
or directed by la\v, something \vhich cannot be justi- 
fied.' 
The first step then in a controversy, in order to re- 
lieve yourself of the burden of a proof, is to find out 
some nonsense, lay that nonsense on your adversary's 
shoulders as a target, and then discharge your \veapons 
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at it! \Vhat \ve really do say is,-that the Pope may 
err as a private person, and as such may give utterance 
to his error (cf. above, No. 17 (8)); not that he can 
either command, or by la\v direct, anything to the 
Church' as a private person.' 
Dr. Schulte proceeds further to say: 'It is beyond 
all doubt that every proceeding \vhich the Pope hag 
ever taken in hand, or \vhich he no\v takes in hand, re- 
lating to the province of his teaching office or to Church 
government, is really not the act of a private person, 
x, but is the act of the Pope as Pope, and that the 
Pope acts as Pope, \vhether the act in question is an 
act done for the diocese of Rome or for some other dio.. 
cese, or for the \vhole Church. But this conclusion 
\vhich he dra\vs is by no means so certain as he assumes 
it to be. For the sake of brevity, I \vill but refer 
to one of the greatest authorities in the Catholic 
Church, viz. the learned Pope Benedict XIV., \vho 
asserts the very contrary, a fact \vhich may at least 
be permitted to make Dr. Schulte's view somc\vhat 
doubtful. * 


* For instance, Pope Benedict XIV. says: I Romanus Pontifex 
qui (according to Theodorus Studita) est omnium Capitum Caput, 
atquc Christi Ecclcsiæ Princeps, 
lodcrator ct Pastor, est etiam 
Patriarcha Uccidentis, Primas ltaliæ, Archiepiscopus et :\Ictropoli- 
tanus Romanæ Provinciæ, atque Episcopus urbis Romæ; quod scite 
considerant Sirmondus, l\lorinus, Leo Allatius, IIallier, 
atalis Alex- 
ander, et passim alii. Non inde tamen, quod Romanus Pontifcx 
insitam sibi habeat dignitatam et prærogativam supremi Capitis 
totius Ecclesiæ, consequitur, omnia, quæ ab co fiunt, fieri tanquam ab 
EccIesiæ Capite, siquidem aliquando solum gerit personam vel Prima. 
tis ltaliæ, vel ::\Ietropolitæ, Romanæ Provinciæ, quandoquc se tantum 
exnibet Episcapum urbis Romæ, ea unicè peragendo, quæ cuiIibe1 
Episcopo in suà diæcesi peragendi jus est; aliquando demum suam 
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This Pope says in his preface to his celebrated 
work, Dc SYllodo Diæcesallá, published at the time \vhen 
hé actually ,vas Pope, that ' In this \vork he desires to 
define nothing in respect of that for ,vhich he does not 
adduce Papal definitions, even if he expresses his o\vn 
vie\v upon the subject (sl!ntc1Ztia1Jl Nostra1Jl propollentes), 
just as his great predecessor, Innocent IV., expressed 
his o\vn opinions only as a private person and scholar
 
in the commentary he published upon the Decretals, 
adding also that this was the vie\v he \vished to be 
generally taken of his commentary.' Surely froln this 
it is pretty clear that the distinction, which Dr. Schulte 
casts aside as mere \vords, has been so long kno\vn and 
is so \vell founded in the Church, that I may spare my- 
self any further explanation of it. 
32. Dr. Schulte next brings for\vard the following 
proposition as his second instance of a 'plea devised 
merely to keep people's consciences quiet :'. 'The 
Council deèrees Infallibility to belong only to utter- 
ances \vhich have reference to doctrine, of faith, or 
morals, but that Infallibility has nothing to do \vith 
legislating or governing.' 
In the somewhat lengthy discussion upon this pro- 
position there is a regular torrent of repetitions of 


supremam explicat d"ignitatem, et tanquam totius Ecclesiæ Præses, 
l\loderator el Princeps illam exercet potestatem t:.t jurisdictionem, qua 
non nisi ut Christi in terris Vicarius potitur. Neque quod quis pro 
loco et tempore diversas induat personas, et modo unâ modo alterâ ex 
iis utatur potestatibus, quibus diverso nomine præstat, res est adeo 
nO\
a et inusitata, ut ab heterodoxis irrideri queat.' P. Benedict 
XIV. De Synodo Diæcesfl1z/Î, lib. Ii. cap. i. Ferrariæ, 1760, pp. 29, 30. 
* 'Opiniones suas quas tanquam privatus Doctor proposuerat: 
P. Benedict XIV. In Proæmio,op. cit. p. ix. 
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propositions and assertions already brought forward 
in previous pages of his pan1phlet, all of \vhich ha\-c 
been exan1ined one by one, and as I think sufficicntly 
refuted. So I might content n1yself \vith n:ferring 
Iny reader to what I have already said, since I In lIst 
take care ho\v I \"eary hilll by a repetition of ,,-hat 
has becn already sufficiently refuted. I think, ho\v- 
ever, it Inay be \vorth \"hile just to extract the prin- 
cipal propositions out of this part of Dr. Schulte's 
pamphlet, and to set thel11 in their proper light, so far 
as there is anything ne\v in theIn, which Inight pos- 
sibly perplex and trouble SOlne of the less observant of 
his readers. I-Ie has, he tells us, collected then1 all 
together in this part of his treatise, in order to sho\v 
that the Catholic Church at the Vatican Council could 
110t possibly define the Infallibility of the Pope ouly in 
that lilnited sense in ,,-hich it did define it, viz. as hav- 
ing reference only to doctrinc respecting faith and 
n10rals (p. 53 of his paInphlet).* This nc\v assertion 
* This is also the place to state Dr. Schulte's view, C that the ex 
catlledrá theory is a mcre invention of the schools, and has no founda- 
tÍon either in itself, and is utterly worthless in law.' One cannot but 
be surprised at hearing a learned man speak so recklessly and con- 
temptuously of the science ot"'theology. For the term ex catllethâ- 
by which it is meant that sometimes the Pope speaks ex cathedJâ and 
som
times not, and that ex ('t1thedJ(1, utterances have quite a different 
import from those statements which are not ex rflthed,â-is a con- 
clusion arrived at by the science of theology; and since the formula 
has been received by the Church, it has as much claim on our ac- 
ceptance as is possessed bv an,. older formula or expression, which 
although not in Scripture, and not in use in the first centuries, has 
nevertheless been selected hy the Church, whcn making a solemn de 
.fide definition in later times, as the most appropriate term to de
ig-- 
nate a definition d_ fidt- Instances of this kind of formulas are well 
known to all theologians. 
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of his Dr. Schulte endeavours to prove out of IIoly 
Scripture, and froin the nature of the !)rilnacy. 
Strange position for a man to claim for himself! He 
understands the nature of the Primacy better than 
the Primate himself and the 500 bishops. He says 
'that in Holy Scripture there is not a \vord of any 
special teaching office of St. Peter, and he adds, 'the 
Vatican Council has not been able to appeal in its 
definition to any such passage.' But however Dr. Schulte 
may deny this, the Council Ilas appealed to such a 
passage, and that passage contains the ,vords of our 
Lord to St. Peter, 'I have prayed for thee that thy 
faith fail not; and do thou in turn one day strengthen 
thy brethren.'-;'f This passage is taken froin St. Luke 
xxii. 32, and to this passage the Vatican Council ex- 
pressly refers by quoting it fllcrbatÙl1 in the definition. 
33. Again, Dr. Schulte asserts,' It ,vill not do, on 
the one hand, to base the Infallibility upon the Pri- 
macy of the Roman Bishop, and at the same tillle, 
on the other hand, to exclude from the operation of 
Infallibility the giving of la\vs and all other Papal acts, 
except tnere theoretical doctrinal definitions' (p. 54). t 
(I.) Upon this I retnark that, since the su preme 
po\ver has various operations. in the Church, God hath 
vouchsafed to its one most important operation a spe- 


* See Preface, conclusion, for the reason why Bishop Fessler 
adopted this translation.-TRANSLATOR. 
t vV' e call our readers' attention to this expression, 'mere theo- 
retical doctrinal definitions.' If Dr. Schulte means to say or imply 
that such theoretical acts are of no importance, he is great)y to be 
blamed. The faith of a Catholic is directed bv such definitions of 
doctrine, and his life by his faith,-' Justus ex fide vivit.' Rom. i. 17 ; 
Galat. iii. I I ; Heb. x. 38. 



134 


The True and the False 


cial grace. I call the teaching office the n10st im- 
portant operation, because it is by teaching that faith 
COlnes, and because the right faith is the foundation of 
the \vhole \vork of salvation ill man; as also for this 
reason, because teaching is the guide, the 1l0r1Jla, both 
as regards the sacraments, and as regards the giving of 
laws and governing. The truth of salvation, revealed 
by God and preserved fron1 error, is the foundation of 
all the other operations \vhich the Church exercises for 
the salvation of man. Herein lies the reason for the 
possibility and for the fitness of the gift of a special 
grace to the highest teaching power in the Church,- 
viz. to exclude thereby all error from the doctrines of 
the Church. That this gift has actually been conferred, 
rests on the \\'ords of Christ as they are given us in 
Holy \Vrit, according to the declaration and tradition 
of the Holy Church. Thus, then, froln this true doc- 
trine disciplinary hnvs are deduced through the oper- 
ation of 1Jzan / in accordance ,vith this true doctrine 
the Church is governed; and thus, in both discipline 
and government, "re confidently hope and believe that 
the divine assistance is not \vanting to the Pope. 
From this \ve see the ,visdom of the Church's 
action, that on the one hand all hcr definitions of 
faith should be unalterable, and that, on the other 
hand, it should be la\vful for bishops to Inake repre- 
sentations as regards Papal disciplinary la\vs, even 
,vhen they have been issued for the \vhole Church,- 
if, that is,. they have reason to fear that such and 
such ]a\vs ,vould have a prejudicial effect on thcir 
subjects in some ,yay or other-in order that special 
alterations, exceptions in behalf of particular countries 
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or regions, relaxations of penalties, &c., tnay be brought 
into action. * 
Further, it is adlnitted that these la\vs l11ay be en- 
tirely set aside, under certain conditions, after a proper 
length of tin1c has elapsed, by a legitimate contrary 
custotn.t Ho\v and "vhy on certain occasions even the 
formal revocation or partial tnodification of la \VS passed 
in former times can be effected by Popes themselves, 
has already been sho\vn above in a striking example 
(No. 22, p. 101).+ 
(2.) Dr. Schulte endeavours to help on his cause by 
saying that several of the Papal constitutions \vhich he 
has brought forward under the head of Papal doc- 
trinal propositions have certainly reference to the faith, 
as for instance, 'La\vs against heretics refer to the 
propagation of the faith' (p. 57 of his pamphlet), or, as 
he . says in another place (p. 59),' a number of such 
constitutions belong exclusively to the faith.' This 
assertion, ho\vever, rests on a mere play of \vords. Of 
course, it Inay be said, in a certain sense, penal enact- 
Inents and condemnations of heretics do refer to the 
faith, because they punish a lapse froln the faith. But 


* So Pope Benedict XIV. De SYllod!J Diæres. Jib. ix. c. viii. nn. I 
and 3, where he speaks in quite a different manner on the one hand- 
'De Pontificiis Constitutionibus, quæ ad fidem pertinent, cum in his 
irreformabile sit Romani Pontificis judicium '-from what he does on 
the other, 'De Constitutionibus ad disciplinam pertinentibus,' in 
respect of which last he expressly concedes the right of bishops to 
make representation about them, in order to obtain alterations. 
t P. Benedict XIV. De Synod. Diæcesallâ, lib. xiii. cap. v. nn. 4-5. 
t Anyone who is wen acquainted with Papal Buns of the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries win recall a great number of examples of 
this sort. 
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he de5nition of faith of the Vatican Council says ex- 
pressly I nfallibility is p(omised to the rope if he ùe- 
fines a doglna on faith or morals (doctrillalll de )Îdc ';:cl 
lIzorz"bus dcjÙzit). \Vho does not see that it is quite 
a different thing for the Pope to pronounce a defini. 
tion upon a Doctrine of the Church on faith or Inorals, 
and to direct or apply this or that Ineans in order to 
protect people fro01 falling away from the Catholic 
faith, or to bring back or punish those \\Tho have fallen 
froln it? The first belongs to the teaching office, the 
latter to j U risd iction. 
(3.) Hereupon Dr. Schulte tries. -another shift; he 
says, 'I t is froln these Papal la\vs and acts of Papal 
governments that \ve can learn the principles upon 
\vhich the Popes have acted, as they have takcn thetn 
for granted in making their la\\.s and \vhen acting as 
rulers of the Church; thus these la\vs and acts are 
after all real definitions on Church doctrine.' To this 
I answer, granting even that \ve can dra\v Inore or less 
certain conclusions out úf Papalla\vs and ac
s of Papal 
gO\.ernl11cnts as to the principles to \vhich such laws 
owe their origin, yet \ve are by no means justified in 
viewing these principles so inferrcd, as the definitions 
on faith and morals of \vhich the Vatican Council is 
speaking in its definition on Infallibility. 
By that definition it ,vas clearly meant to Inake 
definitions of the Pope ex cathedrâ as plainly and as 
readily recognisable as possible; ,vhercas according to 
the artificial and unreal interpretation of Dr. Schulte 
a pcrson ,vould have to \vade though an interminable 
field of endless controversies and contradictory asscr- 
tions in order to attain, by the road along ,vhich Dr. 
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Schulte conducts hinl, to the knowledge of ,,,hat doc
 
trine has been defined by the Church de fide ct 'JIloribus. 
\Vh)', Dr. Schulte enUInerates above a hundred pro- 
positions, all the hundred, he says, 'dogmatic utter- 
ances,' out of those Bulls alone ,vhich he quotes. 
Surely this fact of itself ought to have shown him, nay, 
Inust have shown him, and made hiIn say to himself, 
, The Pope and the bishops never could by any possi- 
bility have Inean t or ,yilled such an absurdity.' 
Again, the Papal laws do not al\\rays rest their 
1Jloti'i'ltlJ!' or principle on divine teaching alone, but not 
unfrequently on a human vic\v of the JUS publicUlIl, as 
it was regarded in the period in \vhich they ,vere passed, 
or after thorough consideration of the measures ,vhich, 
according to hutnan \visdoll1, \vere the best that could 
b
 adopted. \Ve can easily see \vhat a \vild-goose chase 
we should be led if, everyone for himself, ,,-e had to 
hunt up the supposed motives for ever so 1nany Papal 
laws, in order to 11lake out of theln so tnany Papal 
infallible and unalterable definitions of faith! 
(4.) I n close connection ,vith the foregoing is Dr. 
Schulte's further assertion that' no one of the consti- 
tutions brought forward by him has in vie\v 1Jlcrc eccle- 
siastical discipline, because he designedly omits all such 
lnere matters of discipline.' 
Perhaps Dr. Schulte really believes this is the case. 
But his assertion, that there is no one of these consti- 
tutions which has in vie,v 111ere ecclesiastical discipline, 
is a statel11ent utterly \vithout foundation. . If, accord- 
ing to the plain statelnent of the definition of the Vati- 
can Council, \ve are bound to hold that infallible defi- 
nitions of faith are unalterable, and if, on the other 
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side, \,'e have before our eyes the fact that Dr. Schulte's 
Papal constitutions are, \vith one exception, alterable, 
and, indeed, have in tilne past, been either altogether 
revoked, or have had important modifications made in 
theln by other Papal constitutions, then it is as clear as 
day, that his assertion is utterly ,vithout foundation. 
Are \ve to suppose that the Bull for the organisation 
of the College of Cardinals belongs not to a l11cre disci- 
plinary la\v of the Ch urch, but really constitutes a dog- 
ma of faith or n10rals ? 
It lnay serve as a further proof ho\v utterly void of 
foundation this assertion is, that alnong these constitu- 
tions there are several \vhich prononnce excolnmunica- 
tion upon different persons. No\v the Council of Trent 
expressly says* that excolnlnunication is ' the nerve of 
the Church's discipline.' Then, if this be so, bulls of 
cxcolnmunication BLust belong to the discipline of the 
Church. 
(5.) Hereupon Dr. Schulte tries to prove that in the 
Church's la\vs \ve find the particular fonnulas adopted 
\vhich the definition of the Vatican Council required 
for an infallible definition. lIe brings all sorts of rea- 
sons for this, none of then1 good reasons, and lnany of 
thcln have been alreaùy disposed of. Still there arc 
S')lne \vhich require a Inore careful treattnent. 
\Vhen he says, that the formulation requisite for a 
definition of faith really exists \vhenever the constitu- 
tions of the Pope are directed 'generally to the \\,hole 
Church,' or '\vhen they are sent out by virtue of his 


* CallOIlCS et Decreta Concil. TrÙ!t:nt., sessio 25, c. iii. De Reformat. 
Compare the Decretals of Pope Gregory IX., cap. v. Dc Consuetu- 
dinibus (i. 4). 
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supreme apostolical power,' I Jnaintain it in no \vay 
fol...o\vs fron1 this that these constitutions, by reason of 
these expressions, are definitions of faith. The Pope 
has the su prCITIe authority in the Church eyen in other 
respects besides Inatters of faith and JTIorals; if accord- 
ingly he tnakes use of the supreme authority \vhich he 
possesses over other provinces of that power \vhich he 
holds in the Church, even to\vards the \vhole Church,- 
still, this is not such a case as the definition of the Va- 
tican Council had in vie\v; no, not even if the consti- 
tlJtion is directed to the \vhole Church, and is issued by 
virtue of the supreme apostolical power. 
\Vhen Dr. Schulte lays such special \veight upon the 
introduction to these constitutions, because, as he says, 
, It is from these that \ve may gather the doctrine of 
the Popes,' I must positively declare that Popes never 
do smuggle their definitions of doctrine in this under- 
hand \vay into the introduction of this or that Bull (a 
Bull, too, ,vhich perhaps does not treat of faith or 
morals), in such a manner that such a supposed defini- 
tion may run the risk of remaining for centuries unno- 
ticed and unackno,v ledged.-x- 
* Dr. Schulte really attributes to the Popes this absurd conduct, 
saying, 'It is to be regretted that people have not attended to the 
introductions to Buns, principally, I suppose, on account of their 
lengthiness. This is a great mistake; as they are often the quintes- 
sence of the Bull. And yet this introduction itself sbows that canon- 
ists up to this ha
e not known the proper meanin
 of the Cardinals. 
Even Phillipps,' &c. (p. 36 of his Pamphlet). The Bun of which 
Dr. Schulte is here speaking is now nearly 300 years old, and it has 
been the good fortune of Dr. Schulte to discover a most important 
definition in its introduction. which up to this time has escaped the 
notice of all canonists. And this precious discovery is a definition 
de fide / 
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Finally, \vhen Dr. Schulte denies that the \vord de- 
jil/ire, ' to define '-\vhich is of such special \veight in 
the Vatican Council-is not a technical expression 
having a special reference to defini tions of faith, anù 
strictly confined to them, I lTIUst most decidedly deny 
that assertion. \Vhen he says the Council of Trent 
has not 111ade use of this \vord to designate its · defi- 
nitions of faith,' I ans\ver: 'Is the Council of Trent 
the only general council? Are there not other coun- 
cils?' Let hiITI examine theIne I-Ic \vill then be able 
to convince himself that these ancient councils did C0I11- 
lTIonly designate a definition of faith as de.fillÜio jidei or 
de.fin , ìtio and used the \vord dc.fillirc \vithout any other 
additiol1. So did the General Council of Chalcedon ; 
so did the Third Council of Constantinople; so did the 
Second Council of Nicæa.
<- To say nothing of other 
councils, it ought to be enough to settle the matter to 
mention only the celebrated rlc.fillitio of the Council of 
Florence, in \vhich the de .fide proposition on the pri- 
rnacy of the Roman Pontiff and his supreme teaching 
power in the Church ,vas defined ,vith the consent of 
the Greeks:r Perhaps Dr. Schulte Inay find rcason to 
soften his own crabbeù assertion, C Dc.fillire is not a 
technical \,'ord in the Church's language in deciding a 


ff COllcil. Chalccdon. act. v. and vi. in IIarduin's Ada C01lal. t. ii. 
çol. 451, 455, 466; CoÍlcil. COllslþl. III., Ad xviii. (Ilarduin, I. c. t. iii. 
col. 1394, 1395, 1399, 1.1.55); C01lcil. Nit-tell. II., Act vii. and viii. (Har- 
duin 1. c. t. iv. col. 451, 455, 483, 4 86 ). 
t See Deflltitio S. æamlenÙæ Sy"odi FloYèIlIÍ1zæ, in lIarduin, 1. c. 
t. ix. col. 419; and in the same Council /Jeflnímus S. Aþosfolicam Se- 
dem d R01l1anu/Il P(111tíjiccm, &c. (ibid. col. 423), we may read the same 
words in cap. iii. of the C01zstitutio Dogmatica COJ!cilii ratÙ ani of July 
18, 1870. 
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doctl ine; to make capital out of it, is as false in fact as 
it is absurd in theory; if he \vill but peruse the acts 
of the councils I have mentioned, to say nothing of 
the use of the ,vord in the science of theology anù in 
the celebrated Papal definition dt' fide in our own 
tillles. -)f 
(6.) ..A.gain, Dr. Sch ulte a1'serts that' anyone 1nay 
see for certain from the addition of the anathenla 


* See the Dogmatic Bull of Pius IX", Ineffllbilis Deus of Dec. 8, 
1854 In which is defined the Immaculate Conception of the most 
holy Virgin l\Iary, with the words: 'Auctoritate dedaramus, pronun- 
ciamus et DEFI::'\lMUS doctrinam,' &c. 
NOTE.-The editor of the French translation here says, much to 
the purpose: 'In writing the above lines :\Igr. Fessler, whose theolo- 
gical and historical erudition is so complete anå so trustworthy, has 
failed to recall to mind several passages even more decisive against 
M. Schulte than those which he has quoted. :.:\1. Schulte asserts that 
this word" definire" has not been employed eVe1l {Illce by the Council 
of Trent as a technical expression applicablc to fix once for all a dog- 
ma. Instead of not being employed at all, it is, to our ccrtain know- 
ledge, employed at least six timcs; session 13 and 21, at the end of 
the proæmium, " definitum;" session I..J in the proæmium," defini- 
tionem;" session 25 and last, at thc end, twice, " definita." Here is 
one of these passages: 'Sacrosancta S).nodus . . . omnibus Christi 
fidelibus interdicit, ne postea de sanctissimæ eucharistiæ sacramento 
aliter credere, docere et prædicarc audeant, quam ut est hoc præsenti 
decreto dec1aratum et definitulll '(Sess. 13 proæm.). In another pas- 
sage, session 14, proæm., the Council sets forth how important it is 
to give the sacrament of Penance & pleniorem defillitiol1e11l.' In the 
decree De Raipiendis et Observandis Deeretis Coucilii, at the end of thc 
twenty-fifth and last session, the Council declares that it has had a 
special case, 'ut præcipuous hæreticorum nostri temporis errores 
damnaret et anathematizaret; veramque et Catholicam doctrinam 
traderet et doceret, prout damnavit anathematizavit et dtfini'llÍt.' It 
cannot then be said that in these passages of the Council of Trent thc 
word C definire' is not used as a technical expression to fix a dogma 
once for all.- TRA..
SLA TOR. 
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\vhether a constitution of a Pope is a la\v or a doc- 
trine, or both cOl11bined.' This, ho,vever, is quite un- 
tenable, because the 'anathema,' or, in other ,vords, 
the penalty of excommunication, is pronounced for 
two reasons, either for deliberate unbelief in the face 
of a solemnly expressed and defined doctrine on faith 
or IDorals, or for disobedience to the Church's injunc- 
tions on SOIl1e other l11atter. If th 
 sincere recognition 
of a dogn1atic proposition is dél11anded under the 
threat of an 'anatherna,' then it is to be regarded as a 
sign of a definition. But if the threat of excol11muni- 
cation is annexed to a Inere disciplinary law issued by 
the Pope, then SUbl11ission, true obedience, is required 
in virtue of that po\\'er of jurisdiction ,vhich the Pope 
possesses in the Church.* This I ,vill Inake plain by 
an example \vith \vhich Dr. Schulte hilnself provides 
us. Alexander VI. dre\v a line in the ocean from the 
North Pole, and assigned to King Ferdinand and 
Queen Isabella of Spain all the continent and all the 
islands to the ,vest of this ill1aginary line. He did this 
under the threat of excol11111unication against all those 


'* In another place Dr. Schulte makes another assertion, resting, 
as hc says, upon Papal ex ca/hedn1 declarations, ( Acts purely of juris- 
diction have a dogmatic character' (p. 55 of his work). This he en- 
deavours to prove from the excommunication attached. But, I ask, 
what does he mean by the expression' have a dogmatic character'? 
This is one of those vaguc exprcssions neither thcological nor canon- 
istic, the meaning of which has to be determined before it can be in- 
telligible. It does not occur in anyone of the passages which hc quotes 
in proof of his assertion; and Dr. Schulte's conversion of thc con- 
demncd propositions into positive de fide dcfinitions and Papal utter- 
ances has thus had the unfortunate result of prevcnting him from ever 
seeing their real meaning. 
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,vho should endeavour to encroach upon tho3e coun- 
tries without their permissiún.* \Vell, it is hete quite 
clear that, in order not "to fall under this excommuni- 
cation, it ,vas cnough to keep your distance fro111 the 
lands ,vhich thc Pope had thus assigned: this most 
assuredly ,,-as no definition of faith. 
(7.) I cannot conclude these remarks upon the 
particular assertions in this portion of Dr. Schulte's 
work ,vithout a general remark on the extraordinary 
way in \vhich, in this Pan1phlet, he assails the defini- 
tion of the Vatican Council on the Infalliblc teaching 
office of the ROl11an Pontiff. He gives out that he is 
attacking one thing; but all the ,vhile he is really 
attacking something else. He professes to be assail- 
ing the definition of the Vatican Council; but in 
reality he is only assailing a theological opinion of the 
schools, ,vhich ,vas in existence long before the Vatican 
Council, and which is neither confinl1ed nor rejectcd 
by the definition of the Council, but remains just \vhat 
it ,,,as before. I-Io,vever, even anlongst those theo- 
logians \vho defended the thesis that the Infallibility 
of the Church extended even to general la,vs of the 
Church upon fDatters of discipline, decreta discÍplÙlæ, 
there never ,vas anyone ,vho, as Dr. Schulte sup- 
poses, ,vent so far as to assert that every expression in 
the laws issued by the Pope, even \vhen merely intro- 
ductory, a declaration of the intention of punishing, 
the ,vords of the judgments, the penal sentences 
passed, nay, even the motives leading to the issuing of 

uch la\vs, Il1ust all be looked upon as infallible utter- 
111ces of the Pope {'X cathcdrâ. Dr. Schulte stands 
* Bullar. Rom. ed. cit. tit. iii. p. iii. pp. 234-235. 
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alone in this extravagant assertion. The Vatican 
Council never taught this, nor did the science of theo- 
logy ever teach it. Dr.. Schulte assails ,,,hat never 
existed save in his own ilnagination. 
34. And no\v I COlnc to the last of ,vhat he calls 
C our evasions.' He feels himself 'obliged to call it a 
mere evasion to say that no conclusion can be dra\vn 
from the particular acts or dealings of Popes as to \\' hat 
is a'ld is not the doctrine of the Church. Supposing 
Popes have even deposed sovereigns, given a\vay na- 
tions and countries, dissolved subjects frolll thcir sol- 
emn oaths of allegiance, &c., it does not follo\v that 
tl1ese transactions were doctrines of the Church, or that 
they rest upon an unalterable infallible definition. 
'This, too,' he adds, , \vas what in fortller tilnes I have 
always myself asserted, believed, and taught; as I can 
prove any mOlnent by several quotations from my ear- 
lier \vorks, and the expressions I Blade use of, as the 
occasion presented itself, in reviews. But since the 
18th of July, 1870, there has remained for me and for 
everybody the alternative: This definition oÎ chaptet 
iv. (and iii.) of the Vatican Council, the so-called COIl- 
stitlltio dog1Jlatica de Ecclcsia, is not to be recognized a
 
the conclusion of a truly Ecumenical Council; or I must 
also ackno\\rledge as unaiterable doctrine of the Churc}' 
those principles ,vhich the Popes have either directl) 
enunciated, or ,vhich present themselves to us ,,-itl 
logical cogency as the irresistible presumptions createc 
by their proceedings in the government of the Church 
(p. 62 of Dr. Schulte's \vork). 
There is more than one thing to ans\ver here Firs 
and foremost I ,,,ill give Dr. Schulte the consoling as 



I1ifallibility oj the POþes. 


145 


snrance that ,vhatever he sa)?s he formerly asserted, 
believed, and taught about the deposition of sovereigns, 
he 111ay no\v, after the Vatican definition, as far as that 
is concerned, go on asserting, believing, and teaching.
{- 
In saying this perhaps I expose myself to the danger 
of being classed with those good people \VhOln he de- 
signates as 'mere children," the ignorant multitude,' 
&c., p. 63 ; but for all that I must run this risk, and am 
unable, in spite of my danger, to refrain from stating 
this conviction. But then I must go on to say that I 
most en1phatically decline the alternative he has offered 
me in such decisive language. I decline it as altogether 
unsound; and I confidently assert the Vatican Council 


* On July 20, IS7J, after the publication of Bishop Fessler's pam- 
phlet, Pope Pius IX. reccived a deputation of the Academy of the 
CathoEc religion. He exhorted its members to do their best to refute 
with all possible care the statements of those who made it their busi- 
ness to misconstrue .the meaning of the Infallibility of the Pope, de- 
claring it to be a pernicious error, to represent the Infallibility as com- 
prising in itself the right to dethrone sovereigns, and release their 
subjects from their oath of allegiance. ' This right,' the Pope said, 
'has, indeed, been exercised by Popes in extreme cases, but the right 
has absolutdy nothing in common with Papal Infallibility. It was a 
result of the JUs publicum then in force by the consent of Christian 
nations, who recognized in the Pope the supreme judge of Christen- 
dom, and constituted him judge over princes and peoples even iI& tem- 
poral matters. The present situation is qu!te different. Nothing but 
bad faith could confound things so different and ages so dissimilar; 
as if an infallible judgment delivered upon some rcvealed truth had 
any analogy with a prerogative which the Popes, solicited by the 
dcsire of the people, have had to exercise when the - public weal 
demanded it! Such statements are nothing but a mcre prctext to 
excite princes against the Church.' The Pope's approbation of the 
Pastoral Instruction of the Swiss Bishops, in which this declaration 
of his is referred to, renders its authenticity indubitable,-FRENCH 
TRANSLATOR. 
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tS undoubtedly a truly Ecumenical Council, and its 
definition is to be accepted and acknowledged by 
every Catholic as the definition of an Ecumenical Coun- 
cil; and yet that it by no means follo\vs (as Dr. Schulte 
says) that \ve are obliged to ackno\vledge ' as unaltera- 
ble Catholic doctrine those principles \vhich the Popes 
have either directly enunciated, or \vhich present them- 
selves to us \vith logical cogency as the irresistible pre- 
sumptions created by their proceedings in the govern- 
Inent of the Church;' but that the only thing \vhich 
does follo\v fronl receiving the Vatican definition is,- 
that everybody Inust accept as a doctrine of the Church's 
faith and Inorals \vhatsoevcr the Pope in the exercise 
of his supreme teaching office declares and defines 
(dcjinz't) to be held by the Universal Church as doctrine 
of faith and morals. * 
If, however, Dr. Schulte is odeternlined to stand by 
his assertion, that fron1 the irresistible presulnptions 
created by acts in the government of the Church, prin- 
ciples must be inferred \vhich Inust thelnselves be re- 
garded as the doctrine of the Church, then I \vould call 
his attention to the fact that General Councils too have 
deposed sovereigns and released subjects from their 
allegiance; as for instdl1ce the first General Council of 


"* Accordingly not all, by a. great deal, that the Pope has, it may 
be, even directly expressed, as Dr. Schulte says, still less what can be 
gathered indirectly from acts of ecclesiastical government, can be 
considered as affording · an irresistible presumption.' The Popes ofi.dl 
express or infer principles which are acknowledged in the JUS 1'ublÙZlnl 
of the age in which they lived, when those principles were b)' no means 
doctrines d
 fidt et 1/I0ribus. In Ballerini (De vi et ratiolle Rom.l1l 1'01:- 
tificis, c. xv. 
 x. n. 38 and 41) we may find an exposition of this as 
complete as it is instructive. 
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Lyons, in the year 1245. * Thus the point of his proof 
is directed not against Popes, but against the Universal 
Church. Alnong other reasons for his assertion that 
it is a luere evasion to say the- Vatican definition of the 
Infallible teaching office of the ROlnan Pontiff has no 
reference to his proceedings in the govenUl1ent of the 
Church, but only to his defi nitious of doctrine, Dr. 
Schulte, besides repetitions of \vhat he has already 
said, nlentions one \vhich I cannot pass over in silence. 
He says, 'The "clausula" fonn into \vhich the In- 
fallibility is thro\vn is a thoroughly arbitrary proceed- 
ing;' and he adds in confinnation of this sentiment, 
, \Vhere has Christ bound up I-lis ,vords in clauses and 
fonnulas ? ' This is plainly to give the Church a 
downright slap in the face, and to condelnn all General 
Councils froin Nicæa to Trent. For they have one 
and all, as often as they Inake a definition on faith or 
morals, expressed it in the most definite tenns (\vhat 
Dr. Schuite calls' clauses' and' fonnulas '), in order to 
obviate, as far as possible, .all error, doubt, and lnis 
understanding. I t ,vas precisely because the Vatican 
Council wished to prevent, as \vell as it could, er- 
roneous interpretations of its definition, that it declared 
in the simplest and lnost easily intelligible ,vords, in 
,vhat kind of operations, and under ,vhat conditions, 
the Pope ,vas to be looked upon as Infallible. It is 
sheer perversity to a;:)sail a definition of the Church 
,yhich precisely defines and litnits its subject 111atter. 
in order to remove all occasion of giving unfolJnded 
anxieties, tnisapprehensions, and 111isapplications, which 
might tend to disturb the conscience, simply because 
* Harduin, Acta Concil. t. vii. co!. 385, 386. 
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of its 'ller)) definitcness.; to reject its putting its defini- 
tions into clauses, and to talk of its being arbitrary; 
and then afterwards, rejecting its o\vn prescribed limit- 
ations and doing violence to its plain language and 
its true signification, to extend the definition perversely 
in a tTIost ut1\varrantable manner to provinces ,vith 
\vhich it has nothing \vhatever to do ; and all. this to 
the great disturbance of Ineu's minds, and to the injury 
of the Church. 
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CHAPTER V. 


C CONSIDERATIONS ON THE STATE LA\V.' 


. 35. UNDER this title Dr. Schulte collects together as 
proven (Ger. bewiesell) , to use his own word, all that he 
has gathered together out of different rescripts and pro. 
ceedings of Popes, and in his own thirteen propositions, 
to be infallible and unalterable Cathôlic doctrine, which 
everyone is bound to accept, if he accepts as a de fide 
proposition the definition of the Vatican Council on the 
Infallible teaching office of the R0111an. Pontiff. 
I have proved, in sections 15- 2 7 of my answer to 
him on each of his thirteen propositions, that, upon the 
principle laid down in the definition of the Vatican 
Council' on the Infallible teaching office of the ROlnan 
Pontiff, they are 110/ to be regarded as Catholic doctrine 
de fide, that they are not Papal utterances ex cathEtlrâ, 
and accordingly are not unalterable. 
I had sho\vn previously (section 13), that the other 
assertion \vhich he brought in connection \vith his thir- 
teen propositions, that he had no warrant whatever for 
: saying that 'it had been declared ex cathedrá that 
Popes have never overstepped the lÏ1nits of their powers; 
that they have never erred in their canons and constitu- 
tions; that their constitutions rest, as it \vere, upon Di- 
vine inspiration;' for in reality no Pope (,'l'CY has de- 
clared this ex cathedrâ, nor set it forth as a definition de 
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fide. Ita ving proved this, the edifice of conscq nences. 
built by Dr. Schulte upon his \vorthless foundation, 
falls to the ground. 
Still I 111 ust select one propositi
n, introd uced by 
him as a corollary, \vhich should not relnain unnoticed. 
He says, 'The limitation of the omnipotc
e of the 
fo?es upon earth rests 111erely \vith their o,,,n ,'" ill.' 
This is a proposition ,vhich n1ay ,veIl shock anybody. 
But happily, first and forelnost, it is altogether ,vrong 
to speak of a Pope's on1
ipotence. The Pope has from 
Christ, in the person of St. Peter, received the fulness 
of power,* \\,hich 111eans, as the Eculnenical Council of 
Florence accurately explained, the full power to feed 
the whole Church, to lead and to rule it. If people 
choose to call this Papal omnipotence, then they ,vill 
be really ousting an expression ',vhich has. its own per- 
fect justification, and its right meaning in the language 
of the Church, and foisting into its place a newly-coined 
expression, ' Papal omnipotence.' This is a term \,"hich 
the language of the Church has never used of Popes. 
\vhich gives a \vholly erroneous ilnpression, and which 
in unlearned people \vould be apt to a,vaken the most 
strange appreh ensions. 1\1 uch Inore ,,,ill this be the 
case ,,'hen, as Dr. Schulte adds, this Papal omnipotence 
is supposed to have no restriction but the \\,ill of the 
Pope. All this is a monstrous untruth. The Papal 
po\ver, not Papal omnipotence, has its restrictions in 
the la\\rs of God, and in the ,vill of God, not in the ,vill 
of the Pope. t 


* Plen 1 tudo potestatis. . 
t I woutd here direct Dr. Schulte's attention to 'Valter's excellent 
exposition in his Euksiastical La1v, sec. 126 (thirteenth edition), on 
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All, then, ,vhich Dr. Schulte asserts on this ground, 
all that he asserts of the power of the Pope against 
heretics, and of the obligation of Catholics to obey the 
Pope, and also of the binding po,ver of excomlnunica- 
tion, is, so far as the Vatican definition is concerned, 
left -just where it \vas before. 
\Vhen, then, he draws his conclusion froln such un- 
\varrantable'assumptions that no non-Catholic sover- 
eign in his position as ruler is secure of his throne; no 
governlnent carried on by those \vho are not Catholics 
is secure of its authority; no non-Catholic is secure of 
his life, or his freedom, or his honour, or his property; 
and what is Inore, undel- certain circulnstances, no Ca- 
tholic ruler, no governnlent carried on even by Catho- 
lics, no individual Catholic, is a whit more secure,- 
then I must be pardoned for saying that all these as- 
sertions are as utterly ludicrous 
s they are untrue (see 
no. 28--9). Ilad not he better have said outright, , N 0- 
bo
y is no\v safe from the Pope'? Any true Catholic, 
who, according to the true old Catholic doctrine, kno\vs 
that the Pope is the pastor appointed by God over all 
the faithful, that he is their father and their teacher, 
\vill never believe a man is llO'ZU a whit the less safe 
froln the Pope. 
Less safe, forsooth! \Vhy ? B
cause an express 
assurance has no\v been given hiln that the Pope, as 
teacher of all Christians, cannot err or lead others into 


I The Pope's power not arbitrary and unlimited.' With this, however, 
a canonist ought to be already acquainted; and perhaps Dr. Schulte 
will answer, 'That is all valueless now since the Infallibility declara- 
\io:}.' B
t \Vh?
 i!J th
!"e s

d i$ just as 


 IIÇiV 
s it was befqr
. 
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error in definitions ,,'hich he Blakes for all the Church 
upon faith or Inorals ! 
I t is indeed very probable that those ,,'ho are not 
Catholics, and ".ho on that account are, through \vant 
of kno\\'ledge, the easier led astray and bewildered, "pill 
be disturbed by such a spectre as Dr. Schulte- has 
evoked, "'hen told that this is the result of Jnodern 
Catholic teaching. In behalf of all such persons I 
111ake this express declaration: that all rulers and go v- 
Cl'nn1ènts and subjects, Catholic anù non-Catholic, arc, 
since the \T atican definition of Infallibility, just as safe 
in their persons. in their life, in their freedotn, honour, 
and possessions as they ,,'ere before. Dr. Schulte says 
the contrary; but the facts \vhich he alleges do not be- 
long to the province of Infallibility, and so they make 
nothing for his assertion. I Crying" wolf!" is a poor 
joke,' is an old proverb ,,'hich 11light here be \pery pro- 
perly applied. 
In conclusion, Dr. Schulte directs th(..... State to be 
sure to take stringent l11easurcs to protect itself fron1 
the Pope. Such n1easurcs ,,-ill either be pointed 
against the })ope or else against us Catholics. I 
should be surprised indeed if any statestnan should 
resohpc, as Dr. Schulte suggests, to require the Pope 
to n1ake S0t11C contradictory declaration in respect of 
his Infallibility; if he ,,'cre to do so, Ìle ,"ould havc 
nobody to blame but hitnself for this exhibition of 
folly; and fe\\' people like to 111ake fools of theolselves. 
And I should also doubt if an}" stateslnan ,,'ould ven- 
ture to require Catholics to take an oath, or make a 
sole11111 declaration. in respect of the Infallibility of the 
Pope, si nce experienced politicians kno\v ,,'e1l ho\v 
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dangerous it is to meddle \vith freedom of faith and 
conscience, especially in countries \vhere full freedom 
of faith and conscience i5 secured to all alike. 
\Vise statesmen do not forget the lessons given by 
the facts of the present time. Let any man look at 
the events which have happened in Europe since July 
18th, 1870, down to December last, and ask himself 
\vhat steps the Popes of the l\Iiddle Ages, \vhose 
spectres Dr. Schulte has conjured up from their graves 
to terrify the children of tnodern titnes, \vould have 
taken in the face of such events in all countries, 
especially in France? And \vhat has Pius IX. done? 
He has but used gentle, fatherly, tender-hearted words 
full of Christian love and hutnanity towards France* 
and towards King \ Villiatn of Prussia. 
36. A real statesman, looking \vith deeper glance 
into the great questions of the present and of the past, 
\vhose emblem is not the staff of the policelnan sur- 
mounting the fasces of authority, \vill entertain very 
different thoughts. He ,viII, if I mistake not, be dis- 


* The Archb
shop of Tours, whom the Pope intrusted with the 
mission to intervene witl.Fran.ce in behalf of peace, wrote an excel- 
lent letter on the subject 10 the- French Government. 'The powers 
of Europe,' he said,' in times long past, times which formed Chris- 
tendom to be what it afterwards became, were wont to appeal to the 
Pope in their contests with each other to act as their umpire; and 
many a time the intervention of the Pope has brought peace and wel- 
fare to their people. The Holy Father does not now complain that 
people have ceased to take him to be their arbitrator. He does but 
assume for himself the liberty to sigh over our miseries, and the right 
to entreat for the life of his children. Happy am I indeed if my 
mission to you, a mission which I esteem the honor of my life, were 
desti:led to give effect to the hopes of the Head of the Church, which 
are so fuBy in accord with the feelings of the whole of Europe: 
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posed to think that it \,-ell becoll1cs a religion revealed 
by God, a Church founded by God, to have an organ 
by l11eans of which, according to the \vill of God, and 
through God's special assistance, the Divine doctrine 
Inay ever be preserved unfalsified, ,vithout admixture 
of any human error. 
He will consider that since from its origin for all 
time the Infallibility of the Catholic Church in respect 
of faith and morals is secured, it is Inerely a question for 
the Church to judge of for herself, whether, according 
to the tradition of the Christian faith, preserved froln 
the beginning, the Pope and the Bishops. or ,,'hether 
the Pope "vitholtt the Bishops, possessed this gift of In- 
fallibility. 
He ,vill consider that oppression of the conscience 
of the Catholic population in tnatters of faith through 
the inlposition of an oath or a solemn declaration ,vill 
be always and everywhere regarded as a kind of perse- 
cution, as \vas the case in England and Ireland, ,,,here 
this practice was for S01ue ti1ue adopted, but where it 
has been no\v discontinued. 
He will consider that it ill becomes a true liberal- 
minded statesman to establish such a persecution, 
especially when JlleaSUres of that sort are adopted 
merely in the distant prospect of a barely possible dan- 
ger. 
He ,vill consider that the steps the Pope has 
actually taken, and his \vhole conduct in the last half 
year (1870) that has passed since the definition ,vas pro- 
nounced, have not only given no real ground for alarm 
to GovcrnJuents or to our brethren ,vho are separated 
from the Catholic Church, but on the contrary have 
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guaranteed as far as \vas possible their 1110st perfect 
tranquillity. 
I conclude with the earnest desire that \vhat I have 
here written in the cause of Truth may in all it con- 
tains serve that same Truth, and that in all ,vho may 
read it it l11ay- advance the knowledge of the Truth. 
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the word DEFINITIO
 e_1.- cathedra. 
I"NSPIRATION. \Vhether the Pope, when he pronoul)ces 
 
definition excathedra, is directly inspired by God, as UH 
Prophets were of old, or whether he is assisted by 
 
special grace attached to his office, which prevents hin 
from going wrong when he is formulating the faith of 
the Church, contained in Scripture and tradition? pp 
9 6 , 60, and see nott.
s .A and B, end of c. ii. 
I
TENTION. \Vhether the intention of the Pope to make 
such and such a decla ration dogmatic-an intention no 
expressed, but resulting from certain facts-can cause i 
to be regarded as a dogmatic definition? p. 83. 
JUS PE
ALE. \Vhether the Popes are infallible in th. 
dnm:-tin üf penal law, even in ecclesiastical penal Jaw 
p. 87, ct. p. 58. 
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JUS PUBLICUM. \Vhether the principles recognised in the 
J us Publicum of the Middle Ages exercised an influence 
upon the acts and declarations of Popes at those times? 
p. 137. cf. p. 119- 122 . 
LEGISLATION (ECCLESIASTICAL). \Vhether the Papal laws 
have always had divine doctrine for their foundation and 
origin? p. 136; whether the principles on which the 
ecclesiastical legislation of the Popes was founded, and 
from which it started, ought to be counted as infallible 
defin i tions? pp. 137, 13 8 . 
Ol\INIPOTENCE. \Vhether the expression, & Omnipotence 
of the Pope,' is ad!11issible? p. 150, cf. p. 67. 
POPE. \Vhether the Pope, in the province ecclesiastical, 
always acts as Pope, as Head of the Church? p. 130, note. 
PENAL LAWS and SENTENCES. \Vhether penal enactments 
of Popes, penal sentences pronounced by them, have 
anything to do with Infallibility? pp, 101, 112-114. 
PERSONA PRIVAT.A of the Pope. Distinction between 
the Pope considered as Pope and consid
red as a private 
person. \Vhether the Pope can err in matters of faith 
as a private person? pp. 129-131, cf. p. 91; supposing the 
Pope to write books as an author, whether it is neces- 
sary to hold the ideas on religious matters to which he 
there gives expression to be definitions ex cathedra.'! p. 
13 1 , cf. p. 79. 
PLAN of I\fgr. Fessler's work, pp. 25, 26. 
PROPOSITIONS (DOCTRINAL). \Vhether the doctrinal pro- 
positions attributed to the Popes by Dr. Schulte ought 
to be regarded as infallible definitions? p. 118; exami- 
nation of the declarations and acts f)f the Popes from 
which Dr. Schulte has drawn these iJoctrinal proposi- 
tions, p. 78-118; what ought we to think of these decla- 
rations and acts in themselves? p. 85, and note, pp. II!)- 
126. 



162 


I1ldex. 


PO\VER OF THE POPE. 'Vhat. object{l '-i.e. subject-matter- 
come under the power of the Popes ? pp. 55-58 ; with 
regard to what portion or portions of this subject matter 
has Infallibility been conferred upon the Pope? p. 58; 
what is the duty of a Catholic in all these matters, even 
in those matters to ,vhich Infallibl..Iity is not applicable.? 
pp. 57, 58, cf. p. 75, note. 
SYLLABUS. Is the Syllabus one of those doctrinal propo- 
sitions of which the Vatican Council speaks? pp. 1.08, 
109. and preface. p. 23; examinatian of a passage of the 
Syllabus, p. 110, cf. pp. 74, 75. 
TEACHING OFFICE. Is it true, as Dr. Schulte says, that 
Holy Scripture does not contain any passage relative to 
the teaching office 'of St. Peter? p. 133; why, among 
the different functions of the supreme ecclesiastical 
power, · the teaching office' alone has received from God 
a special grace? p. 134. Infallibility of the Papal teach- 
ing office, see INFALLIBILITY. 
THEOLOGY. '''"hat is the special business of the610gy as 
regards revealed truth? p. 29- 
UNALTERABLE. ''''"hat the v"atican Council means by 
saying that the decisions ex cathedra are by their nature 
unalterable? p. 59; are the disciplinary laws of the Popes 
unalterable? p. 60. 
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